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King Edward hotel and there (originally, lie said, in pre-
sernce of plaintiff's brother) the plaintif! counted out and
gave hîm, froni a large ainount of inoney which the plainitilf
had iu a box iu his room, the $2,O00 in question as a di vi-
dend upon the defendant's $1,000 investmcnt, andofrl

hlmii $1,000 more. The defendant says thathle then insistei(l
iipon givinig the plaintiff the reeipt iu question, as ohr
wise thie $1,000 would perhaps be enforced against the plaini-
tiff; and te this end hie sent eut and procured the Prinited
formi used, but lie did not at any tîie niake any (-lt ry' of
the reeipt of the $2,000O. Rie sayýs lie did not accept theu
additional $1,000 as that weud ave paýid( hini in ful it and
put lm out of the booknîaking profits. 1 cannot sec titis,
as lie was on hie owu story then enititled to $3,600, or two-
flfthis ef $9,000, iu dîvidends atone. llowever, in any case
I regret to say thiat 1 cannot accept the defendanit's recul-
lection uiponi this point.

It wças oertalinlY unfortunate-thougli stiti co(nsistent,
iiitli pefetonesty-thiat tliv defendaut found liiinseit'
eConipetledl in Court to Suggest a mlodification of blis prlevl(ions
testiniouy as to somc of thie vireumistauces attendfing thle
paymea,,It over of thiis inone.y. Th'le plaintif! and bis brother
bethi svear that ail the melney wals keplt in the hlotel vanIt.
B3e tii aa it miay, the senlulg out for a ruceipt, tbcgurd
iug of thbc plaintiff's interests, aud the egec to guýrd1 Ilis
own-and in the saine way the(, calling, up froml 11i1uo to lime
of tbe letters, tetegrains ai,( memoranillda -1atulit-d to ('or-
roborate thle defeujdaut, aintI intentlinallyv, netacdealy
deetroyilig thlese dlocuIneuIlt- these, doinige, white tliey v uay
ail have eurdare not Nihhat 1 woulld haeloeifor te
on(Clur.

Ou the other hatIbhieve, tIl pliif!li, corrobortt
as h le by Fwewheu lie swar tat thiis miee-thie
whole $2,50 vaiied "a reil »--wa.s lest at Toronto and
Ilarilton, at Ille race meectings in the aiuumu of 190î, and
thant the. defeudant kunew il was lest;, andl fuirthegr-for it i,,
iworn to andl not denied-tbat tlie defendaut Iimelfor. hv
b)et$ing against thir "reill, woul e2,>OO0, ond Sil hler toý
bring abolit ilin b1ank'sclase

1 arnl piresseti by v t1 arguirent that liefenan is amil
vPas il wearilh mýa11, ai threor is aflmost icncv
Ab1e 11hat hle would erwxn1v d< 1l t now.Ihv

only th ameo evýîdeurce if this h I hav li;t n de1iai or Ille
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