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COURT 0F APPEAL.

D.J.-O., IN OHAMBERSl. MARCE 17TH, 1911.

MARTIN v. BECK MANUFACTURING CO.

'--Leave to Appeal to Court of Appeal from Orderý of
tisional Court Affirming Judgment at Trial-Questîons
F'act-Contractý-Amount in'Controversy-Absence of,

«ec4l Circumstances-Ref usai of Leave.

,ion on behaif of thle defendants for leave to appeal from
er of a Divisional Court, ante 680, affirming, with a slight
)n, the judgnient pronouneed by LATCHFORD, J., ante 219,
rial without a jury.

~Ilodgins, K.C., for the defendants.
~.Ross, for the plaintif!.

ýs, C.J.0. :-The grounds urgedin support of the applica-
that the Courts below placed a wrong construction upon a

ý)n ini the contract between the parties with regard to, the
ernt or sealing of the logs and'tiniber to be eut, taken
.d delivered by the plaintif! at the defendants' booms in
t3guishene; that upon the question of the, quantity of cuils
ling of fact upon the evidence should have been in favour
defendants;' and that the matter in controversy is a surn
suiient to, entitie the defendants, to appeal as of right.
Lire read the proceedings'at the trial, the contract in ques-
rid the j udgments eomplained of. I amn not 'at all cou-
that any serious mistake was made in the conclusions
arrived at. And I say this without imputing or intend-
impute in any respect Want of veracity on the part of
the witnessles.
iuy view, it would require a very strong case of apparent
ai the findings of fact to justify granting leave to appeal


