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'J'le d1fudlant cnîpany was eapitalized ait otie million

do[Ihrti. Thie dufi-mdant Wea'.er deities tbat lie stated to the
pl lti tina tuie defeîîdaît coniparv liad paid $-250,000 for

Uaîian pteîîti. le adînits tliat ainount wsnivationed
by ionwlîîî peaiugtu the plaiiîtiff, but ,tatl- that whiat

hlo did say waa s follows: "I1 understood to bi Ie the hiold-
îîî etîîplîyforCanada, aîîd as you will nlotice on paige 2,3

ofth ro)speetujs, it says the Autoînatie Electrie pur, liased
tilt Caniani;i ri-lîts f rota W. C. Carr, and 1 always uîîder-

todIt mylISPIf that those were Catiadian righits; that

$,000lm liewa in error on tliat; that had notlîig to do)
witll tue uaiýdiaî Transportation. whatever. At page- '23

Of tue prospectuis it said those patents were t1ie Uî,aýdian

paltet-is andijueae from W. C. Carr leaiding- you to

infe it 1,,fr the wliole of Canada. 1 honestlv miade the
rý-eresntatioli anîd believcd it to bie truc."

Wlhie on tlic whole I prefür tlie 'x'itlne of the plain-

tiff to thiat of the defendant Weaver where they difler, 1

Rifl. onl ilis questioni, utiable to give entire effeet to the
iinltiff's Norsioll. Believing as I do tlîat hie must bie lield

te) iiave receivcd a copy of the prospectus lie would, if lie

readji it, as le mnust also, I thik, lie assinned to ]lave (loue,

eetherein, at page 22, the following: " (d) 80,000
full1Y paidl lp larswere issucd by thle conîpanly to the

Autmîiic lecrieLimited, holders of the Canadian
pttin coiisidera tion of flic sale and transfer of rights
to tis ompny.together with royalties whîch were agreed

b epaid. lu was for tlîis consideration that license and
priilge nw lîcld by the company were obtained. No

aro wt eondl such being payable for good-will. The

ýoniract bears the date the Dth day of March, 1909, and

Tiuay\ be inMp)(ected during office hours at any reasonable finie

aiheoffîie of the companv." The stock being worth $10

a slhare, this woîîld plaiuly indicate to lîim that not $250,-

000, bunt $S800,000 had been paid in shares to the Autoinatie

Electrîe Limîted, and if hie had asked ho see the agIree-

ment bie would find a simîlar 4tatemnent thereîn.
I imn of opinion therefore that lie cannot bie eonsidered

to have been deceived in the way~ lie alleges on this point

andf thati it cannot bie found that any fraudulent representa-

tin was mnade ho him in connection thierewith. I\Nor do 1

think hi-ecan succed in setting aside the sale of this first

block of stock on the ground on whîich hie bases his dlaim

in paragraphu thrcc of the original statement of dlaim. In


