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The plaintiff's case is set out fully and clearly. The claiiu
is simple, to have the deeds to Bull and MeConneil set aside
as clouds on his titie. The facts on which he relies are also
fully set out; none occurs to me as stated whicli woiild flot
sti'cngthen bis case if proved. This is more especially thie
case as there is a dlaim for " damnages from defendants f or
their fraudulent attcmpt to deprive plaintiff of his said
lands."

It must be assunmed on this motion that sudh a claini van
be successfully mnade, thougli no grounds of special damage
are given. The fact of course may be otherwise. 1 am n ot
able to consider this.

The motion is dismissed. The costs will be in the cauise.
A reference to Harris v. Haris, 1 0. W. R. 734, mnay lie

useful; also to cases cited at end of Stratford Gas Co. v.
Gordon, 14 P. E. 407.

MEREDITH, C.J. APRIL 4TuI, 1905.

WEEKLY COURT.

IRE WIARTON BEET SUGAR CO.

JARVIS'S CASE.

Copn-Wnigu - oiblr-amn for Shares

-Conditional Agreement-Condition Subseqiient.

Appeal by John Jarvis fromn the report of an officii re-
feree (MeAndrew) dated 28th January, 1905, settling the ap-
pelannt upon the list of contributories for $14.25 as, the
amnount uinpid( on one share of the ýcapital stock in the Wiar-
ton Beet Suigar Company, Liniited, which was hein- woi.rnd
up uinder the Dominion Winding-up Act.

W. Y. Douiglas, X.C., for appellant.

W. H. ?Blake, IK.C., for liquidator.

MEREDITH, 0.J- -I arn of opinion that the conclusion of
the officiai referee ia right and mus]-t be affirmed.

The effect of the agreement of 13th january, 1900O, and
the qiubseqilent acts of the parties, was, 1 think, to contitute
the appellamit a shareholdexr ini priesenti with a collaters.I


