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ertificate for twentY-five shares, signed by Ostrom as managng

director and one Graham as firBt vice-president. In this action

the, plaintirs case was that he receiveil in gooa faith a share

certificate signea bY the proper officers of the defenaantsi and on

the faith of-it released his action, and that it would not be equit-

able jo revert to thé former action, as the copyrights had expired.

The defendants denied that they had anything to do with the

settlement, or with the delivery of the stock to Ostrom, or with its

allegeçl issue. The settlement of the first action was effected by

Mr. K., purporting to act on behe of the defendants. «Riddell, J.,

said he coula find no e-vidence that anything else was in view than

that Ostroin should in some way put himself in a position to

transfer the shares, to the plaintiff; he hopea to make such an ar-

rangement with the defendants' shareholders, but dia not do

BO. The plaintiff dealt in fact with Ostrom, and -not with the

defendants, and must be compellea to look to ostrom ouly. Os-

trom hadno Paid-up stock to aeliver, ana the plaintiff, dealing

with Ostrom, took at his peril what Ostrom gaye him. Ostroin

had not the power to bina the defendants by the aelivery of a cer-

tificate, even though that certificate had the name thereon of the

first vice-presideut also--this without attacking the salutary, prin-

ciple that one dealing with a company, through the companfs

authorised agents, is not to be hela to know the limits of the

agents' authority. K. was not au agent, and, while ()strom was

an agent for some purposes, the plaintiff waz d«Ung with him as

an iudivi(1ua1,ýana not au agent, Action aimnima without costs.

J. W. Bain> «K.C.,, ana m. LocitbaTt Gordon, ïo, the piaintifr-

M. Wilson, K.C., for the adenaantg,

Bý&R'Ti'rýTT -V. BÀIITLn", MINU IMUTM>--MÀgm liq CHAI&,Bzu

cOvM-1-MOtiOn bY the aefenàntâ fer paTficmIars of the 3rd

and 41h Payagraplis of the statement of claim. By the 3rd pars-

graph it was, allegea #at in jannMý% j90qý the plaintiff wu em-

Ployea by th,, lefendants u theif MiUMI09W at a salazy of $2,000

per annum; and by the 4th, that the P laintiff Continua in the ae'ý

1111111111W emPloYment " under the Sntut of empleMemt sllbbeoy"e

MeUtiOnea " during the whole Of the year 1909. payment of

$2'000 wu' the-rdon, aemmaea, The defendants waght p&rUeu-
larg of the manner in whieh and the pemu or pomm by wholn

the plaintif[ *" employea as aima in lmngmphs, ma oi the
emP'"mnt Il the Plaintiff u ut ont in Pangmpb 4. The de-


