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REPORTS AND rJTES 0F CASES.

momfnton of catnaba.
SUPREME COURT.

Ex. O.) May 8.
TmE KiN* v. JoNES.

EoeproprîaHon of land-Compe.mation--TrancoMbinenta rus.
way oommission TurisdictUoný-Rwfway Act-Excequ#
Court A.ct., sec. 2 (d)-3 Edw. VIL. c. 71.

The Transcontinental Railway Act, 3 Edw. VII. o. 71 dos
flot expresaly emnpower the cornmissioners to deal with compensa.
tion for land taken for the railway, and gec. 15 giving thom
"the rights, powers, reinedies and immunities conferred upos

a corapany under the Railway Act" does not confer such pow,
The Transcontinental Railway is a public work within thé

nieaning of a. 2, mib-s. (d) of the Exehequer Court Act and prê
ceedings respecting compensation for land taken for the rail.
way xnay be taken by or against the Crown in the Exchequei
Court.

Judgment of the Exehequer Court (13 Ex. C.R. 171) r.
versed and appeal allowed without conts.

B. L. Newconsbe, K.C., for appellant.

Ont.] SMITIf v. OWG;ANDA INES. [June 1.
Joilnt stock comnpany-Âllot ment of sh4ares--Sutrrcnder bj

Allotee-Unpaid c4ls-?rnsfer--W&iver.
S. subscribed for shares in a mining company, wa notifiu

of allotment of the same and paid the amount due on a first maU
as agreed. Later he notifled the company that he withdrew his
sirbucription, and, refusing to pay further càils, was sued thora.
for. It turned out that when S. subac'ýbed for the stock ail the
shares had been allotted by the company and that given to hlmf
had been obtained by surrender frorn one of the original allote&

Hold, 1. Under the Ontario Companies Act when stock hàâ
heen illotted by a company the Dnly case in which the directoif
cen regain control of it is that of forfeiture for non-paymell
cf calis. As in ýthis case there was no forfeicture, the complaBF


