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My brother Riddell has found " that wlien, any stock was
dered to be bouglit it was intended to be left in the hands of
e brokers in a convenient form for immediate sale, and that
e plaintiffs quite understood and assented to it. Stocks
iieli were paying dividends were of course to be transferred
to the naine of the purehasers, but not others. When divi-
nd-paying stock was bouglit, it was s0 transferred." Hie
rther.finds that sufficient of the scrip was held on hand to
ve overy customer the amount held by him. lie finds further
at the plaintiff and lier sister, Rate Long, quite understood
at the stock had to be in sucli shape as that it could be
livered on a sale at a moment's notice. Hie expressly gives
edit to the defendants' witnesses, and states that he cannot
Iy upon the aeuracy of the memory of the plaintiff and lier
;ter .as to what took place between them and the defendants.

The evidence supports the findings of the trial Judge. As to
e 500 shares of Otisse and 500 shares of Gifford, taken ini
e naine of Kate Long, -the defendant MoGausland points ont
at they could flot obtain it in lots of 250 shares at the market-
~ice, and it was, therefore, taken in the naine of the plain-
T'a sister, Rate Long, instead of 250 shares ini the naine of
eh.

He further states that it was with the consent of the plain-
T and lier sister that the shares were left with the defend-
ts, for safe-kecping; that they neyer asked for delivery

ttil 1911, when similar shares of the same issue were de-
rered to them. He further states that from the turne the
st purchases were made for the plaintiffs to the turne the
)ek was finally delivered to them, there neyer was'a "single
:)Ment" that they did not have on hand a sufficient amount
stock to ineet their demands, and the demands of other eus-

mers whD had a similar kind of stock; that they were neyer
,pothecated or pledged or used in any way for the defend-
its' benefit; that these shares of their varions principals were
it in an envelope endorsed with so many shares for eacli
-incipal, and that they were neyer short of any of the shares.

The plaintiff's case then is reduced to 'what the defend-
,ts admit, namely, that the defendants did not keep any par-
-uiar certifleate for the plaintiff, but on inaking a sale de-
rered the scrip that firat came te hand, and in this way
nded out those certificates which had been designated *by
eir numbers as having been bouglit forthe plaintiff in the
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