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BROWN v. CRAWFORD.

ý-Sa1e of Shares in Mining Company-Deivery "whlen
rck shall bc Issued"-Stock Held by Directora under Pooling
oeemeni-Knowledge of Partie&--Oral Evidence Io Explain
illen Agreemei-Ambiguît y-Oral.Evidence of Condition-
ion by V'endee for Specific Performnce of Agreemnent or
nages for Breach-Laches-Propectus-.-Abscec of-Act
wecing Prospect uses Issued by Companies, 6 Edzo. VIL
27 (O.)-Application of-Pleading-Andment.

)n for apecific performance of an agreement whercby the
nt, ini considerationof $1,500 paid by the plaintiff, prorn-
1 sgeed to transfer to the plaintiff 15,000 shares of the
îld-up stock of the Prince Rupert Cobalt Silver Mines
(" whezi stock shall be issued "), or, in the alternative, for

iforbreach of the agreement.
agreement recited that the defendant was the owner of
bares and had an option on another 400,00X) shares of the

thie company ("as a member of the Syndicate">; and
ndant agreed to share and share alike with the plaintiff in

t(if ay)which the defendant mnight make on the sale of

defence waa that the 15,000 shares were not to ho trans.
s he plaintiff until issued by the company, "and the said
reenover issued to the plaintiff or the defendant, as ail

ý-u stock of the company was, te the knowledge of the
held as pooled stock by the directors of the company at

e and until the company ceased te do busin som yearf
~id o share-certificates were ever issued toan share-
Th defendant aloo alleged, that he had sold none of tht
*ures, aJthough ho tried te do so bef ore the option expi red,

Br made an y profit t hereon..


