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Sectîin 111 of the Inland Revenue Act, relied on by counsel
for the defendant, as indicating a contrary intention, dom flot,
when examined, bear out the interpretation sought tn lie put
upon if; nor does its position in the statute lead to the conclu-
sion thaft it lias any relation to the clause in question liere.

**'It la flot equivalent to a provision such as was decisive
in Paul v. Ilargyreaves, F1908] 2 K.B. 289.

The question submitted sliould be answered in the negative,
and the case reniitted to the Police Magistrate.

HIGH COURT DIVISION.

LENNOX, J. OCTOBER 6TH, 1913.

McGREG-GOR v. CURRY.

E.ucitors-Action agaiist-Evidence to Establish (Jontract be-
twcen Plain tiff anil Test ator-Corrob oratio'n-Laches-Ac-
quiesc(uce -Statute of Limitations - Trust - Company-
sluires-Delivery of-Divide n dsýý Âpprapriation -Waiver
-Costs.

Actiuft agaiîist the executors of one Curry, deceased, to
compel the transfer to the plaintiff of ten shares of the capital
stock of the Ford Motor Company, pursuant f0 an alleged con-
tract between the plaintiff and flic deceased, or for damages or
other relief.

A. R. Bartlett and lirquhart, for the plaintiff.
A. C'. M asrfor flic defendants.

LEN.Nox, ,T.:-There seerne( f0 be unanimity of opinion at
the trial as to the good cliaracter, good faith, and truflifuineas
of the plaintiff. This docs nof dispense with the necessîfy for
corroboration; but, granfed that this statutory requirexuent is
comp lied w'ith, tlic çestimony f0 flic plainif 's unuxnpeachable
character, and iny own observation of flie manner in which he
gave evidenee, dîsinclines me to aecept without question the
very severe commenta now made apon his testimony by counsel
for the defendants.

I find thaf there is sufficient corroboration of the plain-


