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The evidence as Wo the alleged jmisrepresentatiou by
as the appellant alleges, lie was iuduced to become a su'

for the shares, was eonfiieting, and the Mlaster gave c,

Adams, a witness for the respoellnft, preferring it Wo

the appellant and three of has relatives, ail of whomn ar

te 1we releaised from their subscriptions for shares, on pri

-iia gronnds te those relied uponi by the, appellilit;

Miaster's flndimg was coiieurred in by the Chie! Ju1stic

whlose juldgmlent the appeal is brouight.
lu sueli a case as tbis an appellate Court is rarely wii

in reveraing the findings of faet; but, if the question wer(

one as Wo the weight of evidence, the appellant would r

satifiled us that the Maater's conclusions were wrong;

contrary, I think that lie camne te a riglit conclusion on
dence.

A.s we have coine te thia conclusion, the appeal fails

there were deulit as te its being a proper conhiusion, the

faet, which the Master lias f ound, that the appellent, y

knowledge of the true factsas*1 te the mnatter with re

whieh the representatiofla are alleged te have beeun made

te remain a shareholder, that his finding ia concurred ii

Chie! Justice, and that there was ample evidence to wa

is f atal te the appellaflt's case; and the appeal must lie d:

We were asked by the appellant's counsel, if we si

agiit hiim, W vacate the winding-up order; but it is

Wo us Wo do se, even if we were e! opinion that it was

made. Thiis decision will net, however, prejudice any

tien. which the appellant inay lie advised te malce te v

set aside the eider.
l'or the saine reasons which înflueinced tihe Chief J

give no costs of the appeal before lini, we may propel

the respondent te bear his own coats o! this appeal.
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