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former action, mnay look outaie the judgment and the plead
And in this case it la not neessary to go beyoud what la 4l
admissible tu order ta corne to the conclusion that the grour
disnussal was not confiued to the issue as ta the makiug oi
calis. . Jookiug, as we are erntitled ta do, at the v~
af the proceedinga, ineluding the third party proceedings,
readîng, as we must, the judgment as a. whole, it is apparent
it proeeeded upon the basis of MeKinnonl's being not liab-.
a shareholder and of the plaintifTs asseniting to that and gi
up theiredaim against lm as a hiolder of shares inth Uc omp1

. . . The only fair înference front the way in1 which
t'hird party claiei was deait with la, that, -the basis of disui
of the action beÎng such as ta put an end to all fur-ther clai
the part of the plaintifs, rio good reason exilted for further
seeuting the dlaimn again.st the third party. Coupled with
la the contemnporaneous minute in1 the eompany 's books of
president 's statement that the case had been diarnissed, %%~
settled the matter as far as the company waa concerued,
abstention f rom any subse<quent demnand for payment aud
ln aiiy way treating him as a ahareholder....
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