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LENNOXN. J. NOVEMBER 16TI1, 1914.

l)AR1AII1 v. WRIGHIT.

(o t opnY-IV<iys of rvn-'stfidJudgment for Oïi
tario Coiîtpuis Act, l&XS.O. 1914 ch. 178, sec. 98-Lîaii-
ity of Direclors-Cowip utal ion of Wages-Alloiancec for
Board-Inteest-Costye- Evid.cnce Application to Re.-
open Case off er Trial-lefsal-Sugested Defence.

Aetîin by John 1)arrah against T. J. Wright and John Mcle
Lareii to reetiver $1,258.99 for waeinteresi, aind eosfî o tf an.
unisatisficd judgmnt recovered by the p)linitif a gainst the Sal-
vator Sîlver Minie Lninîted, an iIieori)oratced eomnpany, oif whîeh
the defendants werc alleged to 1w directors.

The action was tried by LNoJ., without a jury.
George Ross, for the plaintiff.
A. 11. Armstrong, for the defendant MeLaren.
The defendant Wright did not appear.

I4ENNOX, J. :-AS the defendant NVright diii xît aýppea r nda
was flot represented at the trial, and vounsel for Mc~rnofly
appeared after the action was disp)omed of, and 1 refse re
open the catie, for reasons hereinafter 8tated, it is neeSsarv Io
set out the facts and findiings wýith sorne liartieularity.The plaintiff wais a laibourer anîd servaint iii tht, cm1ployrnent
of the Salvator Silver Mine Liiiiited, withini the meaning of the

('ompan e A, 1.S.0, 1914 eh. 178, sec. 98, froîn the 8th Feb-
ruary until the 12th D)eeember, 1911, earning wages at the rate
of $125 a month, and board wýorth $25 a inonth; and the Salva-
tor Silver Mine Limited paid for the pla;iintiff's; board at this
rate until the end of August. After this date, the plaintiff paid
for hia board-1 presume because his cinplo 'yers failed. to pro-
vide or pay for it, but this is au ifcrenvo offly, as 1 eannot re-
eall that the resnwas stated in evidence, aithougli it was ecear-
ly sworn to that the board eoat the employers $25 during the
time they paid it, and eost the phtintiff at the saine rate during
the period of his effiploynient subsequenit to the end of August.
The statute making the defendants fiable for wages during the
time they are direetors is to be eonstrued strictly. With some
hesitation, I have corne to the conclusion that the remuncration
of the plaintîff may be treated as equivalent to a eontraet origin-


