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the plaintiffs, submitted that the agreements were liable to be
set aside on the grounds of both champerty and unconscionable
bargain.

R. Neville, Q.C., and H. Terrell, for the defendant, contended
that this was not a case of champerty, because, the title being
undisputed, it did not involve litigation. The case was merely
one of selling information, on which the Court could not put a
price, nor say that the price was unfair. Moreover, the defendant
having given the information, the parties could not now be
restored to their original position. They relied also upon delay.

RoMEg, J., held that the agreement must be set aside, on the
ground that the defendant had taken an unfair advantage of the
women. As to delay, they had never understood their rights,
and the defendant’s position had not been altered by the delay.
The plaintiffs were entitled to succeed also on the ground that the
agreement was in the nature of champerty. It was not necessary
in order Lo hold the agreement void on this ground that it should
amount strictly to champerty as a punishable offence. On the
evidence his lordship came to the conclusion that the real arrange-
ment was not that the defendant should give information on the
terms of getting a share of the property to be recovered by the
women themselves, which would not have been void as ch amperty,
but that it was agreed and understood that he should assist in
recovering the property for them, and this arrangement wag
contrary to the policy of the law and void, and not the less so
that no hostile procoedings were necessary. The plaintiffs having
offered to allow such reasonable sum to the defeudant for his
services as the Court should think jast, there would be an inquiry.
The defendant must pay the costs of the action,
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