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opinion, it w-as flot necessary that it should have beei, a, his
testiniony as to the inain question, the making of thp ag.ree-
ment, was s0 corroborated, and the corroboration whîIch the
statute requires is flot corroboration of every material faet
which is required to be proved ini order to entitie the party to,
sueceed, but only of such material facts as lead to, thev coniclut-
sion that the testimony of the party is truc. That 1 unidur-
stand to be thc rule as expoiided in the cases to whehi Ili-
Iearned trial Judge refers.

There were, no doubt, circuinstances andl conduet tipon dtc
part of the re8pondent so inconsistent with the cxistencoe of the
ag-reement which lie alleges that, if unexplained. tlhe \ woul
have been fatal to his success, and, even explained as the t re
miight have led to, a different conclusion from that rahdb
the trial Judge; but that is no reason for reversing lii-, jtdg-
ment, unless we are satisfied that he came to awrn colu
sion; and that I ar n ot able to say. The learned Jiidge was
impressed with the truthfulncss of the respondent 's ttestimlOlI' -
and his standing in the conuniunity and truthfulness, ais wcll
as those of bis brother, were vouelied for at the trial b)*y the
appellant Curry, amîd counsel for the appellants eoncedcdf thiat
nieither of them "'would say anything lie did not reaflyblie.

There is no ront for suggesting that they xnay bi mistaken;
their testimony was either true or false to, their ko dc n
it is impossible to, say that with this certificate of chaýrqsetelr Ii
their favour, as well as the trial Judge's belief fii their triith-
fulness, it shouild have been rejected as false.

I woiili diniss the appeal with costs.

MACLAREN, .J.A., eoiicurred.

MAGEE, J.A., agrccd in the result.

HOxxs J.A.., also ag-reed in the result. for reasoiis -stated
in writing.


