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ie* writing the above, Burchuli v. Gowrie, [1910] A.C.
a corne to baud, whieh very strongly supports the plain-
ase,

ixocx, C.J., concurred.

riiLA.N-D, J., dissentedl, for reasons stated i writing. lie

with the opinion of the trial Judge.
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tion by the widow of John J. Stuart, deeeased, for a
ation of lier right, as administratrix with the will annexed
estate tif lier late husband, to three shares of the capital

of the defendants, an incorporated company, and to coin-
,e defendants to register lier as the holder of the shares
h administratrix.
ie shares stood in the narne of John J. Stuart, and, after
ath, bis father, John Stuart, assuxned to selI them to J. L.
eUl, and executed a document by which hie purported to
msign, and transfer three shares "standing in the naine
ini J. Stuart on the books of the said club, " and appointed
cretary of the club his attorney to make the transfer upon
zoks of the club. The seeretary assumed that Stuart was
tor of bis son, and nmade the transfer to 4Jounsell as froni
zJ. Stuart estate," and signed it thus: "John J. Stuart
,John Stuart, executor J. J. Stuart estate, by his attorney,
L~ondon" (senl).
iswan in June, 1906. The plaintiff did flot; know of it till

1, 1910, or perhaps a year earlier, and began this action
pteznber, 1910.
ý the t.ire of the death and at the time of the transfer to
mell the shares were flot supposed to be of value, but in


