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trial of the actions referred to. They say that after (B>
was ntiered, with D)onald Crawford (2) and Murdochi Mcf-
Leoil (4j began prospecting and were joined by John Me-
Leoil (5), and a nutuber of discoveries were mnade- that
Murdoch MeLeod (4) and John McLeod (5) applied fo)r a
lea-se of a discovery imrnediately south of and adjoiniùig X-,
that Thomuas Crawford (3) was informed of the discovery
of X, but mot of that of the other property nor of the ap-
plioation for it; that Donald Crawford (2) and TMurdoch
Meleod (4) proposed to Thomas Crawford (3) that John
McLeod (5) should lie adiitted to a quarter share in X,
but lic refused, and consequently John MeLeod (5) aban-
doned any interest lie mighit have in X; that agreement (B>)
terininated on ILt October, 1904, and on 1Oth Octoher,
190-1, Murdoch McLeod (4) abandoned his laimt in X, and
thiat thereafter Thomas Crawford (3) applied in his own
naine for a lease; Murdochi Mecod (4) assigting by) >wtiar-
ing an affidavit in support as a disînterested person; thiat
Murdochi Mceoed (4) and Johin McLeoLod Ç-) hiad abandoned
ail interest in the dsoeyX, and that the lease was issued
to Thomas Crawford (3i) absolutely. Theni the pleading

goson to say that theù sole issue, in the actions mnentioned
wàs whother Tlhomnas Crawford (3) hield an uindivided three-
fouirthis in trust for Donald Crawford (2), M1urd'cli Me-
Lepod (4), and Johni Melieod (5); that prior to bring-ing the

aios Donald Crawfordl (2), Mlurdoch McILeýod (4), John
MLeod (,7), and John MecMartin (7) had conspired to ac-
quire theé three-fouirths interest by f raud, on the ternis that
Johin MceMartin (î) was to finance the action (wich lie did)
and shiare in the proeed, of the litigation; that Donald
Crawford (2) and M1urdoch MeLeod (4) coinmmitted perjury
upon thie trials; that on. 8th June, 1905, Thona's Crawforcl
p3) gave Il. E. L (6) a license to prospect and mine ipýon
X, and afterwards Thomai,,s Crawford (3) agreed with Donald
Crawford (2) and Murdoch Meleod (4) to divide equally with
thieni ail thie profit., to arise froni titis prospectiug and min-
in- (F); that tItis agreenient (F) was without consideration
nnd procuired by'\ the f raud of Donald Crawford (2) and
Mfurd1oci ýMeLeodl (4). Lt is furtiter pleaded that the patent
of' N is in fee simnple absolute to Thioia, Crawford (3);
thiat bte Ontario Judicature Actb . . does not apply bo
iniing leases, and no fiat of the Attorniey-G'enieral has lwen

obtained. The Land Titles Act is pleaded, as aIso the, M-ýineg
Act and the Statùte of Frauds. Thie prayer is that the


