
BoYD, C. DEUEMBHER oTI, 1904.
TRIAL.

NASITT CO ~.ALEAND1~BRIOWN NILING
1)D ELEVATORCO

Action for dIaimges lfirle. icfatu ai o l e
Iivery of flour.

G. F. Shepley, 1K.C., for plaintifrs.
E. E. A. DilVernet and A. Aý. Moillr, fordf, 4a~

Eoxi C.-h~ oîtacts(,(,d on by.ý plaintjiffs is- nt poe
as againEt defendants aucording to the eurmnt.o h
Statute of Frauds. The iidngs rie n ar: th)depaper of 30t'h Deceniber. 1903, signed l iw plaîurflT1r ani ;4ddressed to dofendanta, to enter ordevr for 2.000 barre offeu and to haue option for 3,000 lanres umr, with de-livery- as required; and] (2) the uniry ' N in ii lii.otre
book of defendats iii there wolrds: "1901, 1)ew 3c, Iy2,Q00 1'. Rose, $4.10--cash disvount of Qit poer cet»Thiu

pp a>~a ne (f a1 oeie f ýordcrs wxde(lr hcadn 1n11h.pageof Nasmith co, nd forinis an iteýi of aui \c0ti icilbegins ini the( book iii 1899. On1 the 111\ sheelt 0'f the' i>ostaxnipedl the mni of dlefendlanlts, ith ord iii 1-1 inkahove H., "New account lst J une 1902 -- tht- u boX 'Ur-
rouned wth cîrularflori'h Th iennaing 'if thiý is thatthe colnpany changed its organizaiion at the date utniod

The book bugan in 1899. and wasz carriedl un1 a- th'->oko
the new conicern, and that iA why lhe nime and date -of the
new company appears (on the fly sheet....

Thle stateen of th. fawo carns itu own refuation ofthe naneo heing stainped as a signature. eie bc-iig patitane ycar-s bef4or this trnatoi asn1itttee-s
in any sense a aintuc u a miark ofj tirnwhe thenemw p)roprietorsliil hegn. . . AThe Iate.st ea-ý, 1 havefouind is Hukeh\. llook, [1900 1 W. N. I.-. . . . Tnbnrief, lte1 printcd n1aine al 11we beginnling of the 1ok aninotbe, in Lord lenoog' phrasýe, prpra to 11he par-ticular cônlract as, a signature, and il M ais nflo placedt lterein rerognilion cf the contracî sued upo: N.nidryNorria, 2 M. & S. 2,28.Sec is Evaiis v. Hoa):rnf18921 1 Q. I. 193; Blucek v. Compoez, 7 le 8oi, s66; 1Wr
ret v. Cripps, '2, W. W. 706,


