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the plaintiff, gave the plaintif al one-hlf intere.t in the ilet profits
of al] undertakings of th(e delendant fi-oi the date of the agree-
ient " and Ï1il properties herea fter acquired during the continu-

ance of tis agreemniit, iii the Montreil River distriet...
wl,îcli said agi-eemnent sua Il rîint mue in fuill l>oree and efleet until
sutim fne as the saine ina 'v he deterunined " by the defendant

giing to the plaintif Il ait least tliiee niontli< notice in writing of
hi.ý intention to determne saine."*

Thie action was hi <ught to eniforce this agreenment and for an
accoutit, etc.

Tihe defendant allegced thiat the real agreemlent between the
parties was limited te, certain " Noel Plante" 'llaîis, and asked

f'or reificýatîin of the written instrumient.
Negoiatonsfor the " Noei Plante " dlaims fell througli, and

th1d1c nan acquiî-cd w biat %vas called th Il" SiIver Lake eli ni,
and \xollittili v oflercd (lie said ) to allow the plaint ilf t> "conie

nl respect of tliat dim
Oni the 1s Fbuav 190qJ, the plaintiff, iii wîiting, "for vaine

reee~ed" asigedtransferred, and set over unto tlhe dfendant
1ail îner ii anv , y ining locations lield bv" th(l, dufendant

" to wlic I 1 ay 1we entitled Il\- virtue oif arn ienthertofore
ene-dinto by Ie w'itli Jliu, and Iiererelas the ilefendant

of, alld fr0111 aIl (-laîius undci'ftic said aizuceîut.
'lu eedn set up1 tliis release.

MI. J1. ( l-1111an, K .(.. for- tile laint iff.
'I'. \V. Mcirv, K(.,for tlie dMon da nt.

JinTo..., lield, on the evidence, thiat tliere Ivas no ground
for aîiy reeti IÎu Oi. Il e forlt lier found t bat thje defeildaxi (01

the ls era~,1909>, muiaring a beaver coat of eonsiderable
ia11ue, wabdrse y tile p)ltitiif and told tilat lie (plaintif>)

wuuld givý tlle defenidanti lus inte-est iii tile " Sî.,lver Lake (,laitin
for. tIIue coit ; flat tlie dufenldiiiit said lie ivould do ev'cu better thaii
that ; tlîat lie would giv, 1liw platinitiff tle coat aînd $.50); t liat the
p)laintill uiccepted, anid Ilieageînn of the lst FebruaryV 190)9,
%vas thdii ilan,î up nd Tine.'1le learned Judge further
found lhit, w-lien tliis agirecmieu'Iî w-a cte, th uelihll eeatlîad
not iinfornied fic plaintiff, mnd iei plitif( did ni)tinw of miv

munn d is or p)rospeets or tutrsswihte dueendanti ilad
acqtuired sliE, the agreenient of tlie ,rd January, 1908; that the

wîthlilîo]lig 4,f informaition ais to other claims wva, intentional and
%vilful on lie part of flic defendant; tliat thme defendabnt knew on
the Iat Februlir *-, 1909, thýat thme plaintiff, uipon offering to reletîse
thv defendunîl;tlt, in nýnsiderition of te eocat, and t1hen1 of flic moat


