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MALOOF v. BICKELL.

-Brtkers--Dealings in Grain for Customer-Terms on
ch Dealings Condu.ted-MIemtoranumi inWrtg-.sc
'usonef-Right of Brokers Io Sel Grain whei Margins Ex-.
sted-Authority to PurLhase Grain-I 11e2ality of Tran4-
orns unider sec. 231 of Criminal Code-Failure Io Shewv.

ual by the plaintiff from the judgnient of KELLY, J., 13
4.

appeal was heard by MAc,.ÀîinN, MÀb , oDOI4s, anid

[cKay, K.C., for the appellant.
*Harding, for the defenc1ants, respondent.s.

utso-w, J. A., in a written j udgmnent, after sta ting thle facts,
conclusions of the triai Judge, sald that hie had no doubt aLs
rrectness of the finding thatthe plaintiff authorised the ordier
>bushiels of corn put in by the witness Symnievs on the 26th
1916; and the question- arose whether the defendanta

tified i selling, on the 28th August, the plaintiff's corn for
wargin. On that day the ma~rket declined rapidly, so that the
s inargin was not equal to the decline in value which had
%ce. Owing to the plaintiff's absence ini Northern Ontario,
'idants were unable to conimuuicate with himi reaxdily, and
ýive eîther instructions or ma'rgin, and were thus under thle

of either tssiiiiing the risk of the transactions by adi-
money to protect the plaintiff's trades or of closing hi$
by orders to seil. They chose the latter alternative, with
It that the credit balance of the plaintiff was exhausted,


