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before parting with their money, the plaintiffs insiste on

Mr. Pattison shewing, his faith in the coxnpany under lis

co;ntrol by Ilimself unIdertaking to, be responsible for the

ecarrying out of the promises lie was ready to inake on its,
belialf.

There is a conflict of evidence as to Mr. Pattison's atti-

tude. His recoflection is that lie was to undertake nothing

save in lils representative capacity'; but I think his recollea-

tion is at fauit and that it was bis intention, as well as the

intention of the plaintills, tliat lie should be personally
bound.

UJpon thie faith of 'Mr. IPattison's perso-nal guarantee, the

plaintiffs agreed to purchase bonds of tlie road to the extent of

ten thousand dollars. These bonds were piot regarded as being,

of any great valuie, and were not souglit as an investinent.

Whiat tlie plaintiffs desired, and whiat Mr. iPattison promised

-both in bis own naine and in thie namie of the railway-was

the construction of the Uine wliich would give thiem a ineans

of handline freiglit independently of the G'rand Triink-; the


