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the.said defendaiît cuiupany were then offering for sale shares
of thic cunpauy, tlic purchase price of which was to bie uised
ini the imniediate erection of sucli second factory, wherea.,

thec said defendant eompanry and the said Weaver well knew
Iýi t nu orders whatever had been received for any of the
szaid bggctrucks nior was the said companry then offering

4irsfor "ii the procceds of which wvcre to be used by«
thie detfendauiiit conpany in the crection of a second factory ."
l10>i says 1P %wasI induced ho buy said 100 sh)ares and pay
for thoini ini cons(quence of said representatiotns and founid
thein svsqcîl ho, be worthless or worth muIl less thian
the p)rice pakid(.a

The plintift was arailway conductor with soute know-
ocg f înachineryv aud had had soute previous experience,

ini the purchase of Flhares of stock in companies. Ife admii's
tiiho liie mau ai personal exainiation of the model and its
NturkIn iid relied on 4is own judgmcnt as to the inechan-
irial uilitY of thie contrivance. Hie says on) the other hand
t1hat ;1ý il flic buisiness part of the matter, as lte calls il,
Ilu in<111vir of Welaver and relied on whiat lic w'as told hy

lî-11- IlI Iaye lid not receive a prospectus of thc ,oml-
paiîY wbc 11-1n hile stoek., The defeîîdant Weaver cati-
Pl >sy puitv ltat he dlid.

Tiierte is (cdnetatcpe f thie prospectus and otheri
jrtîi of hi onay' ieau e re in Wcaver's oilice,

111uul fiat: Ille p)linltiff rc dSoiluc of thjese. On011~ i
vcaMlinationl ah li !o trill lic ildînittcd t1lat a nieal

part1, - wlîah ipjlr i te prospectus lie liad seni in the
i eriiiilro 1 luid obtauîîed. lri each case the application for

th'.nrcis of ~lae indby the plaintiff shates on its
l'ai lic liadl ob)taline( aq eopy of the prospectus. I tlink,ý-

tlwefrc uon thie wliolc, evidenice, 1 shioiild flnd that hl, (lid
rfeceive a, copyI). of thec prospectuhs ai or before the tîme when
Ilicsn the applWi(cions for stock. 1 find also on thie
oe idenue. and douet hat the dlefendant Weaver was an'

getof ilit,'mpîv The evidence ils conflictinc as ho
%0atrprsctt0n were really made by hlim. The plain-

t 1il ai thle t rial, when v ke what he nîeant by the "'bu1sinessý
parItt of hief inaitter" lcstifiedl as follows:

gel1c <Wevcr) told me that the coîuparry was capihailizetd
at onel( nillion dollars anîd that we had the patents for ther

I)iionil)i of Canada, for which we paid in stcock $5,0
worth1 ofý Ttct I1 Ifs at hat time that I subscribcd for
f1 Ijcý rifty- Ihâr4s and paid] ini fi for them."
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