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lhe party making it lias a chance of sueeeeding in
bon& fide believes lie lias a fair chance of success,

inable ground for suing, and his forbearance to sue
e a good consideration: Câllister v. Bischoffsheim,
149; Miles v. New Zealand Alford Estate Co., 32

intiffs not only belîeved that, they had a chance of
here is nothing iu the evidenee to, shew that their
ini their iinda, at least, other'than lonest ones, or
re otherwise than'honestly made. By thÏe agree-
on, they and Mary Aun Cox, in consideration of

whidli the defendant'agreed'to make, released thetr
;e fromi ail laims Whieh they had agaist it, and
t2hout costs, the caveat. 1 1.ýý

rery careful consideration of the evidlence, I:çan
Sthat the plaintiffs are entitled 'to suceeed.

.1, therefore, be jidgment in their favour for the
3d for and eosts.

FEBRIJArT 29THI, 1912.

WILSON v. KEILNER.

1 Tenant-Lease-Covenant-Renewal-Perpetuity
-Construction-Acts of Parties.

the executors and the 'sole devîsee under the wil
Tilson, deeeased, for the specifle performance of a
lease, dated the 6th June, 1907, froni the defendant

;iffs' testator, in the words, following: ',And it is
er agreed by -andý between the parties -hereto that
,e, hiii exeeutors,ý administrators, and assigns, shahl
i a renewal of this lease for a further period of five
ie expiration of the terni àaove demised, at the sanie
)on the same terms and tonditions in ail respects, if
ail desire to hold the sanie for sncb extendéd term."
expired on the lat July, .1911; and the only dispute
)ut. the covenant fo' .renewal and resulting In this
frotu the dlaim of the plaintiffs that the renewal'of
uid contain a similar covenant for renewal to that
the 1pase of the 6th Julnp. ý 1907.


