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the plaintiffs, which he held. The agreement was alleged to have
been made by one Murphy, an officer of the plaintiffs, on their
behalf, and AxGrix, J., was of opinion that it had been ratified
by the plaintiffs. The Court (Mereprra, C.J.C.P., Macer and
LaTcHFORD, JJ.), were of opinion, upon the evidence, that the
proper conclusion upon the whole case was that the onus which
rested upon the defendant of proving the alleged agreement with
Murphy had not been met. Order of ANGLIN, J., reversed, so far
as it allowed the claim of $1,000, and report as to it restored. The
defendant to pay the costs of the appeal. G. H. Watson, K.C., and
P. K. Halpin, for the plaintiffs. 0. E. Culbert, for the defendant.
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coNBrIDGE, C.J.K.B., BrirToN and Rmpers, JJ.) A. E. Fripp,
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