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OSLER, J.A.-I think: this case raises a question of Con-
siderable importance on the point of jurisdiction, and also
on that of the proper construction or mneaning of the applied
section of the Loan Corporations Act. If leave be necessary,
I think it should be granted for the purpose of discussing
both.
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Thc appeal was heard- by Moss, C.J.O., OSLER, MAC-
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S. IL Blake, X.C., and W. H1. Blake, K.C., for defendantq.

G. C. Gibbons, K.C., and Shirley Denison, for plaintiffs.

Moss, C.J.O.-The sole questions now in dispute are as

to the liability of defendants for damages, ana as to the
quantunm, if any.

The writ was issued on 17th July, 1903. The clam was

to recover f rom defendants the oseso of scrip certificates

of the «Domlinion Coal Com-pany cmnnstock representiiig
525 shares, and serip certificates of the Dominion Iron and^

Steel Comnpany preferred stock representing 100 shares; aise
daniages for the detention of fthe shares; ana the snrn of
$ 1,050, being dividlends receivea in respect of them. lIt now
appears thaf the claimi should have heen for 50 and not -100
shares of the Dominion Steel and iron Company.

Soon after service of flie writ upon dlefendants, an appli-

cation was made on their behaif for an order staying the
proceedings in the action. On 28tli July, 1903, fthe motion
came on for hearing before fthe (hief jusitice of the Com-
mon Pleas, who pronouneed an order giving plaintiffs ]eave

to amend their writ, and adjourning the motion until 4th

Septeniber, but providing that upon plaintiffs and thec liqui-

dators of the Atlas Loan Company agreemng fo do se, they


