
WRiTE v,. BELLEPERCHE.

Th e appeal was heard by MEREDITW C-J.C.F. BrrON

RI>»ELL, and LÂTcHEoRD, JJ.
A. Cohen, for the appellant.
A. J. Anderson, for the defendaxits, respondexits.

TuEE COURT did not see its way to disagree with the trial

Judge on the question of faet; and upon the question of Iaw

preferred to follow Kinzie v. Harper, which should be approved,

rather than Carson v. Rloberts.

Appeal d&smiwd liith costs.

SECONýD DivisioNAL COURT. FECBRUARàIY 19TH, 1919.

WHITE V. BELLEFERZCHE.

Fraud and Mieeprsentaîn-A greemenzts to Purcha.se Lami-

Action by Purchasere for R cio-Fudof Agiene--

Authority of Agent&s-RecoverTi of Mojey,s Paid and Iiiierest

--Cost8.

An appeal by the plaintiffs froni the. judgmient of FALCuON-

BRIDGE, C.J.K.B., ante 28,

The appeal wus heard by MEREDITH, CJP.P., BRÏirlo,,

RIDDELL, LATCIEFORD, and MIDDLETON, JJ.

T. Mercer Morton, for the appellants.
A. W. Langmuir, for the. defeudants, respondents.

TiECUThl htfado h ato h gnso h

defendants wu~ proved. The evidence also ahiewed that the.

agent Wan1ess was acting within the seope of hia authority. But,

even if he was not, the defendants could not talce advsntage of

their own wrong.
The appeal should b. aliowed and the. contract et4 ndd

the plaintiffs should recover the mnoneys paid by them respectiveIy,

with iuterest; and the. plaintiffs' costa (one set of costa on the.

Supreine Court seale) both of the. aetion and appeal should b.

paid by the defendants. .


