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Owing to soute difliculties botween die appellant, anid
Cartwright, litigation arose which resulted in an injunction
being obtaîned, f irst a teinporary one, restrainîng the agenie
of the company, the Imperial Trusts Corporation, !rom regis-
tering any transfers o-1 shares standing in the nane (if M.
IL Cartwright, to the extent of 9,000 shares. Cartwright,
wÎthout the 1,000 shares which had been sold by the appel-
lants to the paintiff, and which stili stood in his (Cartwrgt~
name, had not 9,000 shares standing in his naine;terfe
thue resijlt of the injunction order wnas that à. operated te iv-
strain the transfer agents~, the Imperial Trusts Corporation,
frein registering the transfer te the plaintiffs of the sharts
which he had boeight f rom the appellants.

No doubt, that was the resuit of an iinfortunate iniistake
on the part of the appeliants, wluo had no intention of inter-
fering with that transfer; but the ternas of the injunction
order were plain, and the transfer agents would flot have
been justified in refusing to give effect to the provisions of
it.

The plaintif! placed the shares in the hands of lia brokers,
Memrs. Jaffray & Cassels, for sale. They found a purchaber
at $1,700. The plaintif! then handed the certificate to. his
brokers in order that the transaction miglit be compbeted.
Upon the brokers taking the certificate to, the transfer agents
for the purpose of having the plaintif! registered as, the
owner of 1,000 shares and obtaining two certificate-, !or 500)
shares ecd, lie was, infornned by the agents of the injunetiun
order, and they refused te register the plaintif! as owner of
the shares. In conBequence of this, tie plaintiff was uinahie,
or! as8umed that lie wau unable, to complete his, sale, an.d lie
went into the market and bought 1,000 shares for $1,700,
and eompleted 'the sale.

The injunction was disselved aftcr a delay of some weeks,
ana the plaintif! was registered as owner of thi, sha.rcs, and
obtained the certificate, and then sold the shares for
$1,070.25; this action is brouglit to recover the damiages which
ho sustained by the wrongful acta of tie appellauts; and the
judgment at the trial was for the plaintiff for the difference
between the $1,070.25 and the $1,700, at which priee the
-pleintiff had sold the îiares through his brokers.

The contention of thie appellanta' counsel, and the ouly
Point pressed on th-- arguiment, was that the plaintiff had
inade a coxuplete sale or the 1,000 shares, ana that lie, wnsz


