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CASE: RE APPLICATION BY YEE YUT EE () 2 MLJ Yee was the company secretary of Trans-Market Research Pte Ltd
which was a wholly-owned .

Ian Ramsay. In November , a claim was initiated for termination benefits under Regulations 8 of the
Employment Termination and Lay-Off Benefits Regulations  The company retrenched staff. In spite of their
death, the company was still in existence as per the law. Claim failed. It will be qualified to action or being
sued by others for any wrongs committed against it. Northern Assurance Co. Company A failed to comply
with the IAC ruling. Mentions: [ 1 ]. Further, while the operation of the sawmill by the company was illegal as
it had no sawmill licence, the incorporation of the company itself was lawful. As a sole trader, he was running
and managing the business himself. On 23 February  Nicoll gave a title to the New York and Erie Railroad
Company of a strip of land across his farm for the right-of-way of the railway. After their death the company
still existed. It is immaterial that the company bought over the concern from its endorsers. B Gower Perpetual
succession refers to the continuous existence of a company. However, the reservation of a name under section
22 in respect of an intended company does not in itself entitle the intended company to be registered by that
name: section 22  A private company may have a share capital with limited or unlimited liability. The
company can incur debts, maintain a bank account and can sue and be sued in its own name. Smallbone was a
manager of Trustor AB. Horne, the court could have implied that H was using the Co. Continental sued
Daimler for money due in regard of goods supplied. A Company is an Artificial Person in eyes of Law. Lastly,
the mere fact that funds came from Orri does not of itself make him the beneficial interest. He gave his wife
and children one share each in the company. The company can besides action for the recission of the contract
of sale by the booster where the booster has non disclosed his involvement therein. The liability of boosters is
stated in Section of Companies Act  The company, and not the members, is the person who owns, controls and
manages the property. This rule differ a company from a partnership. The court entered judgment for the
plaintiff, holding that although the agreements were illegal as an attempt at circumventing the condition of
non-transferability of the licence, the sale of the shares was not tainted. Macaura v.


