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RECEN2 . ENGLISH DEClSIONShe knew the truth before he entered ito the he was deceived. (iv) It has always beel 1cotract, andthereforeî ld flot have relied on held that if a man in a prospectus> or inaieMssaement.; or else, bY showing that he written statemnent, particulars of sale or other-avowedly did flot rely upop thern, whether he wise, falsely states the contents of awrteknew the facts or not. Ile mnay by con- document, he cannot escape fromn suclile
tract have bound himnseîf flot to rely upon staternent by sayîng, IlI offered to show yOl
them, that is, to take the rnatter at bis own the document., But if he mnakes al nco
risk, whether they were true or false, or he plete statement, altogether true but inperfecte
mnay state that hie did flot rely upon them in he can. Hie says, IlI did flot msad go'
the witness-box A false statement may be ail; I did flot state the whole of it;Iaig
obviously material, and, if so, the natural in- and look at the whole of it ; the whole Of 't 15
ference woulcl be that the plaintiff relied upori in a copy which you can see; did not Pro.
it, and was misled by it. If the statement is fess to state the whole of it; I put you nYu
flot obviousîy mnaterial, a plaintiff may ask guard; I said, you can go and look a h9 ecton
the Court, or a jury if he goes before a jury, whole of it."l (y) To state in a prs i
to infer the materiality from the fact that he that somneone is a director who is a di
understood the representation in such and rector, is flot niecessarily a materiLll nliisrPrsuch a way, and acted in such and such a sentation. The names of the directes fOr1fi
way, and was prejudiced. Or he may show an imnportant element with miany. peopleataffi mati ely y ot er eiden e th t th stae- w ethe or ot t ey s all ecle aSPO jotnbe

ment was material, and that he was deceived. a company. but that must depend eron~(iii) Where a statement is ambiguous, so that knowledge of the directors, their an
it may have one of two meanings, the'plaintiff knowledge, or knowledge of their naines tn
must tell the Court what he relied on. It is positions,' otherwiçe the mere fact of til
for him to say, IlI relied on the statement in that such and such persons are director5this meaning, that is the meaning I took ; if it be nothing. Vou rmay, however, have nre
is ambiguous, it is the fault of the defendant, so well known, 50 flotorious incOn a
and relying on that, I entered into the con- with the sujc-mte of the prospectus-
tract." It will flot do for him to say in answer everi the Court would come to the conclus'oto nterogtoresas to the meaning which he that tenmee fasnl ietr
put upon the misrepresentations alle 'ged in an inducemnent to persons to join the Conetthe statement of dlaim, IlI tlnderstood the 

R ,r KS)i1P.meaning of such misrepresentations to be that DOUBLE PORTIONS-S1ATISFACTION-BON...PABTN 

t

which the words composing them obviousîy 0f the next case, In re LaWes, .Of

convey, and I ani unbet xrs nany ot rsen ny nesssary to say t ate0 bond
words what I understood to be the meaning ember 25th, 1868, one L. entered intoa APr'l
therefor. " lie cannot refer to, the obvious to pay to his reputed son £ Io, 000, on, L b l
meaning when there is no obvious mneaning. 3oth, 1872. On March 22nd, i872 , With
When a representation is capable of two tered into an agreement for partnersî it
meanings, and a man cornes to complain of his said reputed son, and by the articles it
being deceived, he is bound to tell the Court was provided that the capital shouldcn"which meaning he attached to it, because he Of£ 3 7 ,5 0 0 , to be brought in by L y of 'whichmay have attached to it a meaning which the £ '9,o00 should be considered as leognCourt does flot attach to it, and then he was to his son. . having died without bavingflot deceived at ail. If the plaintiff will flot paid any part of the ;6 10,000 secure9 by thetell the Court which meaning he attached to bond, the Court of Appeai held unani olethe representation, the Court cannot say that affirming the decision of Fry', j., that tlerl


