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livered and installed, had in their possession Pearson’s ’?"F‘:ﬁ(
ance of the proposal to sell, which was stated to be S“bJectmg;
confirmation by the company; that the company, ai': o
they received the proposal and acceptance, also recelve its
son’s $1,000 note, payable to their order, and bearing " ;
face the statement that it was on account of machinery 5 o,
to be purchased ; that the draft for $1,000 was made upo” made
son by the defendant company; that the $1,000 payméﬂ ,
by Pearson was by cheque payable to them; that the t’mr&
note also was made payable to them; that the severd ¢
clearly intimated that the plaintiffs believed that they W epudi'a#
ing with the defendant eompany ; and that there was 10 rof these
tion of contractual relationship, or even a reply to-many not
letters, until it became apparent that the machmel')t’ that the
satisfactory—no other conclusion can be reached DU that ¢
defendant company must have known, and did kn?w’the pelief
plaintiffs were dealing on the understanding and 11 il
that they were contracting with the defendant co.mpan)' opinio®™
On these facts, the defendant company 15, in 0% tsk '
hahlasca. i . Brit>
[Reference to Keen v. Priest, 1 F. & F. 314, 3:5’WalP‘Mf'
Linen Co. v. Cowan, 8 F. 704, 710; WiedemARC sy 6637
[1891] 2 Q.B. 534, 541; Freeman V. Cooke, R, 10 o
Carr v. London and North Western R.W. Co.,
307, 316, 317.] o mere e
In the present case there was much more : o] ango
vity ; there were positive acts of the d(.efendant e o
have estopped them from denying liability. 4 that b t“rntha_
The manager of the defendant company sta-teeceived fro
over to Moyer all communications which Wereu;icate . tomd
plaintiffs; Moyer did not in any way comm ression the¥ 1
plaintiffs, and did nothing to remove any mclll;nt mp“nyf,ﬂw
that they were contracting with the defen Jiable; s
think I am not going too far in
as his co-defendants.
There will, therefore, be judgment in favoRt y
for re-payment of the $1,000 paid by Pearso g tend”
: he date © defes
company, and interest thereon from t made t0 the i M@‘
for a return of the $2,000 promissory note ent € 5
: :on to the Pres: :
ant company, with costs of the action ascertail P07 op 0085
reference to the Master in Ordinary 0 tions A1 furth ;
sustained by the plaintiffs. Further du‘ecma
are reserved until the Master ghall have

holding Moyer i




