
SEGSWORTII v. DELCEW.

Altogether 1 do liot se my way clearly to ifltervefle

iii the. rcsuit arrived at by the jury. 1 pere1ve no erior,

or at IuaýL iioflC of mionient, ini the ruIings upon the x'arius
iiatttri, of1 dh.ipute thut occurred in tlie cour6e of the-trial-
nouthmig that would not be cov ered and cured by thle sa' iitî

LIâUýSe ini iLul h.
'li he jii(giiueait is allirmiled wvith u!odst.

OCTOBER liTHI, 190'1.

DIVISIONAL COURT.

SEGSWOiITI Y. IJECEW.

Lintitation of Aein-~umfor Payment for I;ervîfe$-
(J~~1 en rat- i i n iu.-Solîcilor-At cknio w!edyrI melt

Appcal by defendant f roi judgment of TEETZEL,. J., in

favour oi' plaintiff, a solicitor, for the recovery of $800 lu

anl actioii upon an alleged contraet to pay plaintifr for -ýër-

viceez ridered in connection with sorte property of dviviid-

alita Mn Britishi Columbia, plaintif! having travelled there to
neýgOtiat4' a sale.

Tea.ppeal wae heard by BOYD, C.. MAGEE, J., MA&BEE,

(j LWatlý(,n, K .C., for defendant.

R. S Robrt8on, Strat*ord, for plaintiff.

BoiC. :-Wiere thig caue before me in the f'irst in-

1tne I dubt 1hte should hold plainitiff etitled to

miore thani a qulantumi ineruit for his erceThe evidence
je ver conlictin, mui it is flot muadeý clearer by Ille varmous

11guiy(upo the mnethod Of compensation. Plainitif! clainis

a stated 81111 of $1,000 agýreed upon At the outset-the whole

ronfusioii has ari8en from his want of cave as a olctrini

puttinig the bargain into writing,. and in the greatdey

which bas3 arîsen in the prosecutiotri of his claim. But 1

do not find it needful, to weigh the evidence and doe-uments


