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of his t"inner of doing it, and vested in him, either tacitly or by direct atithAr-
ization, the night and authority ta transact the business of the company.

N'etd, that the plaintiff was entitied ta, recuver from the conipany the value
of his work. MaAony v. Zust #Ia!yfoni Mining Co., L.R. 7 H. L. $69, fol-
lowed. Wood v. Ontar,* and Quebec R. W CO., 24 C. P. 334, commented on.

lien undertaking having been sold by the provisional directors, fret of ail
lin n incumbrances. o eti s mnoney, wihaspd thein,

adaportion of which was paid into court u -Aer an order in another action;
ail the provisional directors being parties to this action, and two of thern sub-
mitting te the order of the Court and being willing that the judgxnent debt
should be paid out of the fund in Court, an order was made, notwithstanding
that the purchasers were not parties, directing payment of the plaintift's debt

~' ''~and couts, and of the costs of the two directors out of such fund.
W R. Riddel, for plaintiffA 1,V. Saumders, for defendant comp ny'.

S. H. BlUke, Q.C. and H. AL illawat, for 'lefendant Gorham. 1). L.
McCarthy, for defendants i3urk and Dwyer.
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e ~A/aetti-Admeisçion of newu evidence-Aer-'cton of gak' across zay,.

k Tht plaintiff, having omitted to give formaI prouf of his tte at the trial,
%vas allowed ta supply it upon -he appeal. Upon plaintift's assent, tht judg-
mient was varied by awarding to the defendant leave ta ereet and niaintair.
gate across the end of tht way in question. The decision of STRFET, .
0. R. 84 affi rmed on appeai. Clendemin v. lPlatchfard, 1 5 Q. R. 28 5, referred to>.

Bd/tan, QGC., for defendant. I.A. Hmlchinson, for plaintiff.
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McMaon, . j REIN V'. LVON~[ une -Q.J ri,>na/ /t.'- Ic>,uiditgprrPeP'/; 'ihi mnc<î.- Crmi'ai Codei, iS<;P.

Everyone i% guiity of an indictable offence and liab!e te two years im-
prisontment who, with menaces demands frein anx' person, cither for himacsif tir
for any other person, anything capable of being stolen with intent te steal it
Crimînal Code, 1892. s. lo4 Tht defendant was convitted hv a imagistrate
Oif an offence against this enactment. The e% idence was that the defenclant
%vent, as agent for others, to the cornplainant's abode te collect a debt frtmî
Iiiin ; that the defendant threatened the complainant that if tht latter ditl not
pay the debt, he would have him arrested ; that tht defendant demnanded
certain goods, part of which had beeti sold to the comt)lainant by tht defend-t ~swt's principals, and or acrounit of which the debt accrued, but upnn wich
they had ne lien or charge ; and tht complainant, as lie swore, bting frightened
Iby zhe threats andi conduct of the defendant. acqui"eci in the demnanti for the1v.. gootis, which tht defendant tock away. Tht defendant 3wrire that he dernanti-


