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At the conclusion of the argUment, the judgment of the
urt was delivered by M.Nui0cx, C.J. :-Tlie affidavits shew that
Snotes made by the defendant.arc overdue and unpaid; that
Lny demands for payment have been made, but none complied
th. The defendant lias been selling goods without replacing
ýnm or accounting for the proceeds. Nor lias tlie defendant
;ured the g-oods or paid his rent or taxes. Adrnittedly lie
s no defence to this action, anmd lie is insolvent,
We think the case cornes within the authorities under Con.

lie 608 sheowing that injury ani injustice would resuit to the
iintiffa, unless they are granted iinediate relief. Thiere are
sciaI circiumstances entitlinmr the plaintiffs to the application
the Rule; and we think the appeal should lie dismissed with

M.%y 14TI, 1913.

FAýRALI v. CAPITAL M2\ANUFACT17RINO CO.

'aid awd iJlisrepresentation.-Sale of Shares-Agrcement-
Lcase-Hescission-Return of Jioneys l'aid.

Appeil hy the defendants f roin the judgrnent of KEuL.Y, J.,
te 680.

The appeal was heard by à[uLocK, C.J.Ex., CLUTE, RIDDELL,

TIIERLÂ.NDi, and LEITCII, JJ.
J. T. White, for tlie defendants.
W. L. Scott, for the plaintiffs.

TUIE COU1RT dismissed the appeal with costs.

MAY laTIl, 1913.

CLEVELAND v. GRANDZ TRUNK R.W. CO.

isfrac1-Sýervant of Railway ('ompany-Promise of Foremait
to Add (Trop of Ifty ta Wages-Authority of Frmn
Breaeh-Evîdence-Nonsuit-Interest inm Land.

Appeal by the plaintiff from the judginent of the Judge of
Çounty Court of the County of Hastings, withdrawing the

we f rom the jury and disrnissing tlie action, whicli was -bronght


