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tiff in Ottawa about the "good rnany snaps" there were lying
about in the 'west and liii own need of xnoney, the plaintiff sug-
gested'seeing Gorman. The two wvent to Gorman 's office; Gor-
man lent Murray $300 on his note, and Murray told him that
hie wouid let him and the plaintiff know of "anything good,"'
and that, if they cared to invest, lie wvas sure they would mnake
good profits. Murray says: "WVe talked over a division of
profits; hie said, if there iras anything good, hie would furniali the
capital and divide up the profits . . . between Mr. Bindon,
Mr. Gorman, and myseif." Murray went -west to Brandon and
got an option on sorne property in Brandon *which, is now
called Victoria Park. Hie wrote to Bindon and ini answer got a
telegramn frorn Gorman: "I authorise you to invest ten thousand
,dollars in real estate and divide profits between Bindon, nîyself,
and yourself." The property vas transferred to a syndicate
xnanaged by Mr. Curry, of Toronto, and cornposed of Murray,
Gorman, and three others. Gorman, who had gone to Kansas
City and elsewhere, contributed some money to the scherne and
ultimately made some profit. Murray had intended apparently
to take up the option for Gorman, Bindon, -and hirnself, but
Gorman's money did not corne soon enougi, and so lie appliedt to
Curry to finance the seheme, with tlie resuit we have seen.

Afterwards, Murray became interested in the Kensitigton
Park property in Montreal, and induced Gorînan to, tale $10,000
stock in a company handling that property. This was brought
about by Bindon writing Murray to corne up to Ottatwa and -see
Gorman; but there was no new bargain made about sharing
profits. What happened, aecording to Bindon, was, that lie drew
Gorman's attention to the seheme and said it was a good îinvest-
ment; then lie sent for-Murray, who came up fromn Montreai;
the plaintiff again recommended the învestrnent; Gornian went
to Montreal, saw the property, and did invest-nothig, liowever,
seems to have been said about the plaîntfY receiving any share
in the pro.fits. This statement of facts (excýept the lait sentenice)
is derived frorn the evidence of Murray, whose manner o? giving
evidence particularly irnpressed the learned trial Judge: and a
careful perusal of the evidence doci not enable me to say that
liii faith in Murray was misplaced. Wemiust accept the findings
of fact. ..

The pleadings are ini rather a curious state. The plaintiff
sues both defendants, claiming a partnership with them for the
purpose of dealing 'in real estate in Brandon and etsewhere,
alleging the receipt of profits by Gorman, and seying that
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