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COURT 0F APPEAL.

JuýNb, 171T11. 1911.

GOWGANDA-QUEEN MINES v. BOECKII,

Companty-Ca11, lls uon ) rl Acin I~o te-Ug Mes-
rereenatoi y Ae-D i~q neputtinAge~

imen by Co1wnSel Oo Aban<lon ('ontniis on Lau'Qrs
lioels for Juy-Ifca VedctIsu fan4rs al a P)is-

count-Prof of By-lair tot Masde al ro->anif
Permited o Put iet'p-~tttr~ n vdn

of Holdi ig-A Ilotmet-Dd< in rcedng Avo'id-
Oeilari*o Compaieis Act, secs. 106, 107, 108.

AppeaJ by the. defendant from the judgmevnt of Bmoyn, C.. ini
tavour of the plaintiffs, after trial before hlmii withi e jury* , iin an
actfion to recover calis upon shares of the capital stock of the
Gowgaiida.Qtieci Mines, Liinited, alleged to b. umeie for
iy the defendant.

The appeal was heard by Mosa, (".J.O., U&aamow, Mvu
ind MÂGE, JJT.A.

J. W. NICII]otigli, and S. W. Mcewfor thi efdat
W. R. Smyvth, K.C., for tihe plaintiff8.

MeC-J.O.: - . The . chef dàf(,nce ,;et iii in thi ea
np was that the. defendant wam induved to subscribe by faim.
ind fraudulent representat ions, uipon disvoverinig which the. de-
ýeudant had repudiated hi sberpin and upon thea. iwime
)f fact the. parties went to trial by jury. Tihe lettrned Chancellor
iubmitted to the jury the. questions aiud reeviv.d the answerai

r0110wing:
"(1) Was the. defendant, Boeekh, misled by .auy statotuent

)f reig 1 A. No.
"(2) If so, what was the, stâtment or mtat.mentxt (No
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