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Tbere W-as altundant c\ ideUCe suptp1iC( I>v Miller and Ihy

plaîntifls owvn admissions to jiistifv a charge, if nlot Olf

activ e (îsloyaltv, certaiiil.\ of a feeling of uiiirest and dis-

satisfaction which Nvould not lie consonant with the dis-

charge of plaintiWfs bighiest dtî to bis eiloyers and which

would reasonably lead H{arold to the belief i liat plIaiîitiff'.'i

usefulness was gone or seriously îiîîpaired.

It seemts to nie furtlber that 1 laintiff acquiesced ini bis

OWiî disînîssal. le mîade no protesi at the t une (Aitgust.,

1912), andi he wenit on and askei for and wîts pai<1 iS iolnis

of $120 by cheque eniclosed in a letter of 18th September

front H-arold to I* Pear Billy."

On 9th (k-tuber plaintiff writes to Hlarold about soine

stock held l)v plaintîf ini iii efendantii ý-ontpany, (whieh stock

liait lîcen allotted t inii liv thini on Ist \rL1912. as a

bonuis for past se'rvices) auîd tliere is no hint in this letter

of any further claimn.

<[lien iii a let tetr of I Sti h Nov chuer lic pits forwardl titis

c1aim.
There arc. liowe-x r, uîreunîstances ini the case whîchb

leadl me itot t o imîpose the penalty of costs on plaintiff.

Action dlisinissed witluuut costs. Thirtv days' stay.
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TUJCKEIt Y. TITUJS.

4 0. W. N. 1402.

couutrcict- Irisionl~ ouoduct Ilitii - Action of J)e<-it-
Aincndynî nt Hvefiiscd

IjATCIIFORI). J., disiuisseil unt acetion ,-lnuxing the rescission of
ce-rtain agreements tipon the grouuîd of fraud aund îniurepreseflta-

lion, holding that plaintiff with full knrowledge of the facts, had
are on,- to affirmn tlw couitructsý
$ptorkx V. Jiouiter, '22 0. W. IL. ICI: 41 S. C. R. 440, rt'-

forred tu.

Action for the rcc~înof certaiii (-ortr&ts on flic

riloil( 'id itat tliev wcre iii(biued hv fraili anti iinisrepresentit-

tioii.

7'UCKP,'R v. TITUS.19l"q


