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to also buy stock in the defexîdant company. The evidence
was takeii at the trial subjeet te objection and I do nlot
think it iaterial or îîecessary to pass upon its adnîiissibilit.

It appears that the plaintiff did not learn that the
iepresentations which had been made to him were uintrue
until at a meeting of the defendant company held in Wel-
land ln February, 1913. Thereupon he proxnptly m ade
the dlaim which lie is seeking te enforce in this action,
and àV being resisted issued his writ on the 26th of May,
1913.

There wiIl thercefore be judgment against the defendant
company rescinding the subscriptions for the saidshe,

retfigthe toc register by removing the naine of thes
plaintiff as a shareholder therefroin, and for repayment of
thef sumii of $500, paid by- the plaintiff for the firs' block
of stcwith intvrest frein the dates when lie paid thiere-
for; and ju1dgîne1nt iso against the defendant company and

Hie efedan Weverfor $500 paid by thc plaintiff for
111e second block of stock, with interest în the samv wvay.

TheP plaintiff wiIl have his costs of suit as against hoth
defendants.

loN. 'Mn. JUSTICE SUTIIEULANÇI). Apun. 28Trî, 1914,

ELM ER v. CIIOTITERS AND) CORPORATION 0F
CITY OF KINGSTON,

6 0. W. N. 288.

Ac ~n-ttrmntRceSc iged Zq omnUnu Preosur-
Inifltirnce.

W'herp a woman ag-vustomned to business agreed to nccept si:-,
in settlenmt of ani ne tîi for damages for personal injuries

SUTHFgjiLÂND, J., held, -that the fact that her injuries turnied
ouit to be more >;erioiii thau she thought was no ground for settingz
asido the sweimnt which in the -cireumstances and at the timie
the nmn-mt offpredý did flot appear unreaoonable.

North Brili8h Rir. Co. v. Wood (1891), 18 0Jt. Sess. (4th eries)
27. ni)( q-ixRingi V. Eon(1011), 11) O. L. 'a. 50. followedÇ.
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