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to report as to any damage or lou they may have uustained by
ke;M the laches of the plaintiff in respect of what might have been

recovered froxu the estate of the previous treasurer or fromn hie
sureties, or in resp.3ct of any payment which it might appear the
plaintiff had iniproperiy nmade to the representative of the said
estate, and the amount for which the plaintiff was entitled to
judgxnent should be i'edueed accordingly.,

Riddell, K.O., and E. A. Miller, for defendants, appellants.
41% iie' ibbons, K.C., and IV. A. Steens. for plaintif., respondent.

Froin Fak-onbridge. (JK..[v.3.

ÎÏ.-I1RE CANADiAN TIN PLATE DEcoRATING CO.
MORTON ' CASE.

Gompany-1Viniding-tup-Confributories--Appication for sares
-Iithdrawalý-tbse)iee of allotrnent and notice-Notice of

Au agent of the conpany canvassed the respoudents to euh-
scribe for shares and took thein to the eompaiy 's office, where
they signed and hande i to the manager au application, not under

's seal, by which they subscribed for 25 shares of the conimon stock
(if the cornpany. at the par value of $100 per share for which
they agreed to pay upon the delivery of tlie regular stock cer-
tificate. In the -tock ledger of the company, nyider the naines of
the respondents and the heading '"coxnmon stock," of the saineff date as the application, an entry was made, "Allotted bought
Dr. 25 shares, arnount $2,5W0. balance 25 shares, Dr. $2,500."
On the %anie day the respondents gave the Pauvasng agent a
Q-heque for $100 o apeoiunt of the paynîent for the shares, but

.z ~on the following nIorning they detcrmined to witlhdraw fromn the
application, and stopped payrnent of the cheque, which hiad been
already preented and payment refused for want of funds. On
the #âme day they teld the agent that they wnuld have nothing
mnore to* do with the stock they had applied for, but they gave 110
written or other notice of withdriwal. The cornpany 's minute

î book eont-ained no note or entry nor was any evidence given of
*any resolution of the directors allotting stock to the respondentaj

or direeting notice of allotinent te be ment to them, aud a formai
4_' ;anotice of allotnient was not sent. No attempt was made to en-

* à force paymen t of their cheque, and they reeeived. no further munt-
mtanication on the subjeet of the shares until three montha later.
when the company's manager sent them notice of a eall and
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