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ag L.t lie îsud urlasr o ck inituriîîi, eertifi-

c'a1(es %wlîitlî lie sîedasa'~u of the conaîyaid w1ii

wudt nt and w cre prod uqtd l'rui theu poMse-io1 of tlîe

'Fli ajplica i for stock1 lint lie reecived liefradd

il th iir*t ilIstaiRe to îvill and recejved frein timuî te
tinte îio im on iioiit ol' tue sale of stock aîid forwarded

tII4 saIe( t10 cîols Wbeîî1 tue, stock \%-as fully paid for,
hoow ar tlte interini certiticites to leynvIolds who ap-

parviitly iiitli it 1' 11vlt defîdîî oîîay and iii

ducl our-se- Stock certilicates. %wcre sunt back to huaii thirougb

1 nods Jl saYs tlîat le iearnied frein lieyîîolds lîow to
deîîinstrth le inodel atnd did deinistrate, it to pros-

pecivepurhasrsof Itc. le also) says tliat lie liad et

l'îsý ottice ini Ottawa copies of the prospec(tus,, and othier lit-

erilure Of tîte defendant eonipany.
l'ilder thiese circurnstances, in November, 1910, the plain.

titr wentot Weaver*s office (or the office of thie defeîîdlant

cimpanyii' ) in Ottawa. le îîlleges, iii big statemient oif claini

thiat Wea\ver, acting as tlîe agent for thie defendlant coin-
painY, aîîd to iniduce hînii te n 50 sbares of stockttren

f 1lsevy and frauduleiltly rrented telim tîtat til dle-
enatcaîpafl 'w\- the liolder of patents for Canadla for

a certain autoniatic truck ani for a carrier system., wlîereas
thie defendant canîpany bad oniy a liîited riglit to operate

illid(1r szaid allcged patents in the Province of Ontario; and
thajt he, falsely ani fraudulcntly represented "tîtat the

defedantCompanly lîad p)ircbased, the patents for the

Doiniion of Canada for the said inventions, by issuing te

thie paitees thereof 25,000 fully paid shares of the capital

stoc-k of thie defendant eempany, îvbereas . . .there

hmai heen paid by the defendant company for the said

patent riglits for the Province of Ontario . . . 80,000

Ohares of the capital stock of tîte defendant company and

thiat ii addition te the issue of such shares the defendant

eompany' was liable te pay cash royalties teufthe patenitees."ý

Ile further sgiys tbat in January, 1912, the defendant

Weaver, as agent for the defendant company and to induce

hlmii te buy a further 50 sAres cf its, stock, falsely and

fraiuduýleintl y rcpresented " that the said defendant company

liad at that time received e suffieient number of ordlers, for

the antomatie baggage trucks to overtax the eapacitv of

the company's factory and te ne-essitate the immediate erec-
tien by the defendant conpany of a second factory, and that


