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ITH, C.J.O., read a judgmient in w
versy between thie parties was as t
mn for improvements ini thie proces
and the. patonts obtained for the. inv

ýpondents clained a haif. interest in
)on the grounds: (1) that the. diso-,
by the, appellant, li so far as lie m
was eraployed by the respondent coi
and eharged with the duty of enc

Lncreasiiig the percentage of the. ore
Le discoverY Was the reult of the j4
company's olffcers, and paIrticu1arly
esidenit of the cornpany, and of thiea
ýd between the. appellant and Goyett
mdenit cornpany, that the appeflant ai
ripany, 8hould b. joint ownez of t
,h being entitled to a half interest in
il Judge found ini fiqvour of the. re
third grounds, and did flot deal vit

ras evidence whicii warranted the. c
ougli it %vas corntradicted by the. î
Le extent corroborated by ante
this witness were diseredited by ti

mnd for reversing the. judgmnext on t

ie third ground the. Judge acpe
ich was thatjit was ail aloug agre
pany, was to b. jointly intery.sted î%
ion and patents; tiiere was rnuch

lant him.seif to support tiie finding q
rid the Judge rightly aeoepted Goyel
o tiiat of the. appellant. It could
Judge's findixxg tiiat theageeen
ellant shotild siiare equaily, wa wTG,
ntended for the. appeilant that Gioyeti
plaintiff by counterclain and th4t
)y the. addition of Goyette dnin
ws not well-founded. Goyette etf

e corrnpany; and, that belug the me
iny being based not only on the rie
1 forit but ipon its on rightw

y Goyette being added atthsag
,i h. and the. a-Pnellant w-r


