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insuirancwe lie wotild take care of the balance. Long after the ad-
justiient, of the insuranee andin lJanuarv., 1907, aîud later, the
inatter was again taken up, and finally ini June, 1907, George
reýfusýed to pay anyl bing.

The appeal was beard by FALCONBItInxGE, ('.KBIFTZEL
and RII>DELL, JJ.

W. N. Ferguson, K.C., for the defendant Geocçrge Percival.
G. R1. Geary, K.C., for the plaintiff.

The judgment of the Court was delivered by IDDImwL, J1., who
said there could be no doubt that the plaintif! believed that lie had
a good cause of, action, ani it was equally clear that lie delayed
tnking proceedings upon the promise that George would pay the
aiounit he had agreed to pa y if he (the plaintif!) wotuld wait...
Ever since Callister v. Biscboffstein, L. 'R. 5 Q. Rl. 449, at least, il
fias been tiie law that "if a main belîeves bona fide lie bias a fair
chance of siaceess lie bas a resrabegrounfi for suing, and bis
forbjearance to sue wilI conis1tiute a poil considerat ion :' per Cock-
burn, ('A., at p. 452. In Ex p). Banner, 17 Q. B. D>. 480, some
doijbt seýems bo bave been east upoti tliis prnil scp. 490) by

BrtL.J.; but titis doubt is in ur mpokýen of wilî disappmova]
by the Court of Appeal in Miles v. Neýw Zualanid, cie., Co., 32 Cia.
1). 2;66-, and fiacre ean be now no doubi tbat the law is as stated
by (Jockburn, V.J.

Appeau diinîissed with costs.
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STIDWELL v. TOWNSIP 0F NORITH DORCIIESTER.

l'ari ies-Siibsituition of Assignec of Original Plain tiff--Order Io
Continue J>roceedîngs-Ternasýe-,ectirity for Costs I•xam -

Aýppeal bv the defendants f rom an order of the Master in Chanm-
bers, antte 51, refusing to set aside a praSeipe ordert '' continue tlie
aetion nt the suit of tue assiguce of tbc original plainiff.

W. E. Middleton, K.C., for the defendants.
J. F. Lash, for the plaintiffs.


