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Apart from the question of consideration arising from Edace of a settienient less advantageous than het, originalforbearance by 0one PatrtY at the request, express or imptanother, constitutes good consideration. The defendaut NAllan's promise could flot be accounted for unless onboth of two consideraîos-the plaintiff's acceptance of lesshe believed she was entitled to or the putting her mid ýs0 as to stay her hand in the prosecution of lier claimn agaïxuncle's estate, Norman Allan and his co-defendant being tlcutors.
Reference to Callisher v. Bischoffsheim (1870), L.R-449; Ockford v. Barelli (1871), 20 W.R. 116; Miles v. Nelland Alford Estate Co. (1886), 32 Ch.D. 266; HolsworthyDistrict Council v. Rural District Comncil of Holsworthy,2 Ch. 62, 73.

Judgment for the plaint iff against the defendant NAligu for $3,OOo and interest from the 24th November,subjeot to, a ýcredit of the $102.18 paid in 1914, with coskcagainet the executors, action dismisscd without costs.
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CLARKSON r. PLASTICS LIMITED.
Larndlord and Tenn-Buildîng Lease-Laidlord's CoveniPaY fûr Building-Price to be Determined by Appaisalpafll-],Ez Parte Valtsaion-Failure to Determine PDerlarai*O of Reights of Parties-4-ompany Actinij as Va,
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