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property originally held by the company, but which deffendant
had had transferred to himmelf. In consideration of the pro-
posed assistancee defendant agreed to pay plaintif! a sum of

>!nioney in cash in the avent of his Nvinning the suit aid a further
sum when a sale of thc property was eftected.

At the time et the agreement plaintiff had ceased to, be a
shareholder and had been paid his salary as secretary and no
interest either legal or equitable was shewn to justity his inter-
ïFerence in the litigation.

IIeld, allowing defendant s appeal wvith coets, that the con-
tract was illegal on the ground of maintonance and that plain-
tif! could flot recover.

IV. B. A. Ritchie, K.O., for appellant. jIellish, K.C.. for
respondent.

Full Court.] R.iFusE v. ERNST. [Nov. 30.

Appcal-Issitcs of fact-iecfusal to diqtiib findiings.

Where the miatters in issue between the parties, plaintiff
and defendant were entirely niatters of fact, -the evidence was
very eonitradictory, and the trial judge acceptedc as true the
version of the plaintiff and his witnesses as being the more
consonant %vith reason and the probabilU-ties of the imode off deal-
ing btween the parties, the Court refused to, disturb the find-
ings and dismnisses defendant's appeal with costa.

MlcL(,a.i, K.C., for appellant. I>atoii, for respondent.

PJI 1rovince of Mflanitoba.

SCOURT OF APPEAL.

2YFiill Court.1 RE UARVIE. No.2,1907.
Wil-ft8ttinby winse-if~a'tof xertition ui t

'124 uted for ordi'nomr, attestatîon claiise,
,!~4 :, ~At the execution of the last will off the dleceased iii Portland,

SOregon, the attorney substitutcd a formiali ffldavit. of execu-


