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ing, iti i g ofe duch xa idenlt tilat te rig1lit ani
1iabiîte~ f te deettatt l night possiiY not, be_ ideical;
but consel fr litedefeuc conduted itrugutaon

of iential iteret ani labilli..
Wlicn ite 4 i(,.c wasi[ ail M.i 1 eert o ii ntt

uneit ofdfit .I one t litreupon(l informeltil ile thlat thewv
desired1 Ilo dti1itc lion 1, * mtie1- u bteen dt.fondant ý, antI!
that t 11eY were' cont t4 b-il [1iwa1 t rea1tt on-1 th Iamifie bis, ý a

juinet for Il , t aga 1int ail1.
'Vit c'a>o was the ai-ldjoufrnetIl f.orl arunt 1il Torontoi,

anidý wa1 taken1 il ou 11 the 1 1 Lof Septemb-1ern- . ia>. At1 tit
( pen1n1111g lf thl, argumen1 t 1 tMr MeKÂy 1- appe ) are-d , in s tei, of 1,

Mr, ~ ;l Tukr1s'ott or- tîte di-fendatt MaNweii andi
m ith nt itskkdi leave to eau vdec to shew t1e rela-

toit f xsii beVtween'l the11 tw d\%-i att aitt tite other-
t % qI< d fendantsl ll ý, wit title1 vie'(,w o f it11 tel 1v1Y i 1 ii itrtl -g ttt
v\ en if theseý otheri twoý defendants were liale Itis c-lients werei-
itoti, Ail th1 e o th1 eri pai-ties bece tio itii. lia\ ing rgr
to thi, confduet olf ilt casýe, and thte very" greai inconveni11-enc
andi inijustice( in 1e l t th admission of tliis evidence, 1

reofuseti ti. admit t.
1 l t he vievw 1 taike of i his case, it i, noV niece.siia*ri for inie

to deernmie whther tilt, rpeitaionis complaittil oif by
th 1 plit1If! in (conn1yec t ioni w i titl1 te1 proo ) set -(1Sale werne hon l-

etiy , o'r frai len t 1viy, aie; or, wheuther tlte llgrieement in
quest!ýlion shoimid fi trett as airxeteio att ectrv con-

t ra ct. I f 1 had top corne to) a jtimenit upon tlierpevna
tionis, I woiId halve diflieIlty Mn 'ot11111g tu thI Io, tiso
tîtat theyN were bona fîdeo anti innocent.

Thev fornmai ctrteiiltS 5 antI 6, are daitt April
Tht, 19 11 , bult it is sai i, we re iot si gni1i uit il abouit the

liifAri. otigtriis mi the wdatei. T1ILlo cuFit
tra t s mni-e witl Mailx wv 1 anit 1i mi th1. Before they,. werlf lire-

setet to ic Iainif!r for1 ex.ecution, thle p1linltlfr batilmt
an apflie tit) tile deenattlibrtibon andi Whille foýr
thlprcas of theselnis, through ant agent, W. T.Witr

TVire plaintif! knew nothing wltatever abouit the plroper1ty
andi, t cindc the applicationl, tit StaLtemt71ItS aftl-rwards
incvorporaýite9I irt Vxîibit 3, weemaieu by Wintvlr, andi relieti

upon.1 by' thfe plaintii!. Wheter iti aplic1ationi wolitae
aimuté) to a ontr-aet olr not is inmnaturial, as the parties,

tlaalido ned it hy mnutilal consent -ini faut, neyer treate t il s
btmtdling-andlli tiutl the, forrnii contracts, exhlibits
anit 0; andi exhIihit 3, in place of it.
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