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facturedl by the defendants in Ontario. The guaranty was
as direýctly for the benefit of the defendants as for the benefit

ýi selling agency.
le giving of the guaranty was plainly within the powers of
efendants.
aion Bank, of Canada v. A. MeKilIop & Sons Limited (1913-
10 O).L.R. 87, 51 Can. S.C.R. 518, distinguished.
Ovey V. Whiting (1887), 14 Can. S.C.R. 515, 531, 532, gives
ile applicable: "Ail deeds executed under the corporate seal
inororated conipany which is regularly affixed are biinding
e company unless il appears by the express provisions of
statute creating or affecting the company, or by neessary
6sonable inference f rom the enactmnents of such statute, that
oeislatture meant that such deed should flot be executeýd;
hae directors of the company have authority to affix the seal
e ompany toali such deeds not so, as above, forbidden. . ..

iplying this rule*to, the f acts established, and bearing in
that the directors of the defendants acted in matteis inci-
1 to the business of their eompany through their general
ger and secretary or acting secretary, the defendant4 could
icape liability.
ie plaintiffs should be at liberty to amend the writ of suin-
by setting up the coninuing guaranty of 1914 as an adi-
bais of their dlaim.

dgLnent for the -paintiffs against the defendants for $100,-
Z, with interest froom the 30th June, 1918, and with costs.

J. NovEMBER 23iti, 1918.
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e ad Truasteegs-Conveijance of Land to Defendads-Parol
ýgeme1wih Plainiff toSell and for Paymentto him of

'urplus of Proceeds of Sale after PaymenM of what it "Co#t"
*fndanWs-Enforement of Trust-Aem-tainment of " Cost "-
)eduwion f0r Improvements-UClaim for Wage»s-Services Ren-
ered byj Member of Jlouehold.

lplantiff, the owuer of land, conveyed it ini 1909 to B., who,
instrunment under seal, agreed that if, on or before the llth
uber, 1909, the plaintif! paid $2,922, be (B.) would couvey
u&< to the plaintif!. If the plaintif! did not mnake his pay-


