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Fraud and Misrepresentation - Sale of Bonde- Evidel
-Failure to Make Case against Defenda*t.J-Tiese two acti4
arose out of purchases by the plaintiffs of bonds of the Natie-
Agency Cornpainy Limited, from or through, the defendant. 'I
purchases 'were mnade ini 1911 and 1912. The bonds bought w
of the aggregate face value of $8,500. The plaintiffs alleged t]
the sales of the bonds were induced by fraud and rnisrepresen
tion on the part of -the defendant. The learned Judge revif
the evidence andcornes to the conclusion that the plaintiffs hi
net provedl against the defendaxit sucli fraud or misrepresen
tien or staternents as would justify a decision in their favo
Actions disrnissed with costa. W. H. Gregory, for the plainti
N. Jeffrey, for the defendant.

CORRECTION.

RF ONTARIO POWER CO. 0F NIAGARA FALLS AI
TOWNSHIP 0F STAMFORD.

RE ELECTRICAL DEVELOPMENT C0. 0F ONTARIO A'
TOWNSHIP 0F STAMFORD.

In theS two cases, aute 718 and 721, it is stated t]
-MALGEEi, J.A., dissented." This is a mistake. MAGEE, J.
agrLed in ecd case with the judgment of Mumnii'n, C.J.O.


