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APPELLATE DIvision. DEcEmBER 16tH, 1913.

LLOYI')S PLATE GLASS INSURANCE co. v. EAST-
MURE.

5 0. W. N. 498.

Principal and Aycnt—Acvountiny—G'cneral Insym‘n‘cc Agency.—.Sub-

stitution of Individual for Company G In_ab:_lr.ty of Individual

hereafter — Assumption of Outstanding Liability — Evidence—
Statute of Frauds—Appeal,

SuP, Cr. OnT. (18t App. Div.), held, that upon the evidence the
appellant had been substituted as general agent for the _respoude_ent
insurance company in 1907, in place of 4 company in which he was
the largest stockholder, and as such was liable to account for the

nection with snch agency and the requirements of the Statute of

Frauds with regard to the proof of such assumption had in any case
not been met,

Judgment of Larcurorp, J., at trial, varied; no costs of appeal.

Appeal by the defendant Eastmure, from a judgment of
Hox. Mr. Jusrice Larcrrorn pronounced September 30th,
1913, after the trial of the action without a Jury, at Toronto
on that day.

J. E. Jones, for appellant.
R. McKay, K.C., for respondent,
G. L. Smith, for Lighthourn.

H. A. Newman, for defendants Eastmure & Lighthourn,
Ltd. >

The appeal to the Supreme Court of Ontario (First Ap-
pellate Division) was heard by Stk War, Mereprri, CJ.0.,
HoN. Mr. Jusrior MacrareN, Hoy, Mg, Jusricr
MaceE, and Hox, Mg, Justicr Hoparys,

Hox, Stz War, MereprTH, C.J.0. —The respondent is
an insurance company having its head office at New York,

alleged to be owing by the agent,

The action wag brought against the appellant and the de-
fendant Lighthourn trading under the firm name and style of
Eastmure and Lightbourn, and in the statement of claim
it was alleged that that firm was the general agent for Can-




