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faction with the arrangement, and refused to continue it. A conveyance
of the farmi was thereupcn made ta him for $500, bis contributions from
bis earnings being placed at $300, and the balance being paid by cash
and a horse. At the time the mother was indebted ta the plaintiff in

the sum Of $131.oo.
Hdld, that the conveyance was flot fraudulent under 13 Eliz., c. 5
1V P. Jontes, for plaintiff. F. B. Gai vell, for defendant.

Barker, J.] TURNER v. TURNER. [Jan. 19.

Jfutkinditin-Proatk.

Probate of a will devising real estate is flot conclusiv.e evidence of the,
validity of the will in this court.

Teeid, K.C., for plaintiff. jardan, K.C., for defendant.

B3arker, J]BURDEN V. IIe\VARID. [jan. i9.

Br-eacz of injunction-Aotion Io commizt- O,ýsis.

Wbere iii tbe suit for a <leclaration that the ploaî tiff' and defendant
were partners, the defendant in breacb cf an interim injunction order
collected debts due the flrm. but wbicb subsequentiy ta the service of a
notice of motion for his commitment be paid te the receiver in the suit, be
was ordered to pay the costs of the motion.

.Tee1l, K.C., for plaintifl. jor dan, K.C., for defendant.

Barker, J.] CUSHING SULPHITE Ce. 7'. CUSHING. Jan). 19.

Cmpany-Afanaging dlie'ec/or-I'ouet-s--Bi-each aof ul -/-aig

Fr-aud- Gos/s.

The defendant promioted the formation of the plaintif! coimipanly for the
manufacture of pulp tipon the understanding that sil)b wood froni bis saw
miii sbeuld be used as fuel aind pulp wood by the company. P., residing
iii England, contributed two-tbirds of tbe capital under an agreement that
hie was ta contro! thz- building of the mili, supply the nmachinery and
have the selection of the manrger. He was elected president and the
defenciant was elected managing director of the conmpany. The mil] was
c cected under P. 's plans near the defendant's miiil, and w~as fitted with
michincry for the use of mill-wood bath as pulp and as fuel. A by-law
pri. vided that the managing director should bave general charge of the pro-
perty and business of the company, and lie was given by tbe directors
a free band iii the management. Th'e dcfendant witbiout orders, but witb
the knowledge of ail ;n directors except P., erected at a cost of about
$17,oo0 to the coînpany a ;uel bouse and conveyors thereto fromi bis saw


