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mon promnised-both in his own namne and in the nameiii of the
ay eomipany-was the construction of the Une, which wouid
them a macana of handling fr.eight independently of the
1 Truink; the accommodation afforded by that vomnpanyý

'*'regarded as quite inadequate and unsatisfaetor>'.
r. Pattison undertook to reduce the arrangement 10 writ-
and lie prepared a short memorandum .... This

.was signed by the Grand Valley Railway ('oaiipaýiny, and
Lo be dJelivered to each individuai subs,,riber lîs sub-
~ion would form, part of the $10,000.
lien this document was submitted as emhodyingl the
,gement mnade, il was at once repudiated. Mr. Pattison 's
tde thon was: "If you do nlot like the draft that I pro-
prepare one to suit yourselves." Mr. 'Wood was seleeted

P draftsiman, and prepared the doeuinunt 1xii . This
ifterwards read over by ail concerned, was dveeiied to ho
aetory, and was executed by Mr. Pattison, who signs thus :

Grand Valley Railway Company, A. J. Pattison, Presi-

pou the faith of this document (dated thev 29thi June,
~, iudividual subscriptious for bonds-somne of whieh bear
irlier date, but wceuntil then hield in escroW-Were
idl ov r, ard nfrrw ir'hcipiuswremdo for ani amiounlt
mary, to covertl hoxae so thati the totail ivou)tiÀ r i h the
red $10,000. A joint note ,vas cxecuted by the subserihers
liscounted; the proceeds wvent to the credit of the railway
su>'; and the bonds were aliotted and ditiue.Somne
c siguatories te this note iiltiimate1ly proved unaiible 10 ay
pIaintiffs paid the whole niote, and amiiong theaii becamre
sd 1<> the whiolo~(,lft lbns

bhe comnpany reiiy aiiat; h $OUJ, u 1 not
aiy serious endeavouir to construet the four miles of' road:

~y grading a short distance....
pou the pleadingas the company disputed ai iiability for
winsaction; but when it was miade to appear that the,
y liad gone to the eompan., and when M1r. Pattison stated
iUl le had doule was done with the sanction, flot mily' of the
ý directorate, but with the sanction and approval of, ail the
holders of the eomipany, Mýr. Smroke admiitted that the voin-
•wre not in a position 10rpuit the transaction.
hequestion of difficuityý is, whteon the agre(ieent of
9hJune, Mlr. Pattison issuined any personial liabilit>'.

1the first place, mnueli reliance is piaee'd upon thie.faet that
:atsndid not Sign this docum11ent individually ; lie signed

rely as president, of the railway eomnpany.


