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The illcews ta lic ll rIfflh vwa giN(l cil[ partl payîneit

of the ric of'10 share f lit Illi- tl soko \V.A
]Ilge 1iîîicd, of tue pu ine ;[1 f 4 ba dîielae ¼ i-

mgOe i d(4fendanti M the nîanthfl of, Mas' (sIL> 92 ht

jald prchase;i stock il] sane g'Oad miîpiî OneafdiuIfedajî, and wýOull l giVe imi [Ilc f 111i ben-1lit of thlepuhae

in, asdedats confidential adîcsoon r erad nil-
,l-ed defedan the could obtini stock of the oger (Ca.

af, 1lic 11ar, value of' $10,000, for flic acu l prie of $7.000.l)()anId 11In1t dufenldant thrIo are o pluchse HIe stock,andl- paitl $2OOon a qiut.ad gave th pr'omIissarv 1n1te
su1Cd lan for, theeidu of the rie that deFondant asin

dC4 ta( enmter inito thle transaction, pay th v 8ll2,000, and( - gîe
fic note ,. by vIe false and fraudulet rpesnato of Wal1-
l s Io Ilis knowledge and ineans ofn knowledge o)f the'

stock; that- Walc alscely representcd( tadfndn ha h
stoc wa wortli pair, ind that the ct, price p;iid For it was,

$700, nd th'at plaintilTs were giving- defen]dantI thcu 1 11t
hlenefit (If the transactifon1 and wcre not iinaking, a profit ther-
oni; tha.t thiese representations were false to the knowledge, af
plaintiffa, beea.use they lad in fact purchased the stc ,tif
cenpts in the dollar, and that plaintiffs, instead of ac;fing- lit


