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Then 1 amn of opinion that the assiguneiut must 1
sidered an assigument for value. That f ollo'ws fron
1 have said, concluding, as I do, that the defendant]1
f rom lier owa earnings, througl. her mother, made the i

ly paynients to the company, and. iu addition to tha
rowed from Mrs. Scott $450 011 iortgages on tis pr(
of which the $413 was paid over to the company, ai
becamae liable on lier covenant in the niortgage for th4E
Admitting that the f ather was entitled to the earnings
daughter until she was 21, that happened in 1903.
since then, if lier story is true, she lias paid as 8t&t(

s0 happens that the mort-gage to Scott is dated 28tl
1906. The assigninent of the agreement is dated 5th
andé deed from the company 6tli June. These f acts -w
the inference that Li1liau thouglit she wus entitled lx>
veyance f rom the company upon payment of the t
without any formai assignment of the agreement f ro
f ather. Ber 8ohecitor had ascertained the aionit rei
and had prepared the mortgage, before the comrpaaiy
for an assigument of the agreement. This affords a
corroboration to Lillian's evidence as to lier dealing
this property. She got no rent froin the property; sh
nothing for board. It is a family inatter. No oU>.i
dence is avaîlable except that of the father, and bis
place of residence is not known.

The plaintif complains that liaving no0 notice of thre
ment of the agreement, or of the daugliter's dlaim, 1
xnisled and induced to give the father credit upon the.
that the father was the owner. The agreemient itse
neyer registered. There was nothîng to shew that Jai
Tew badl any dlaim. B e had forrnerly been a tenan
the public, apart from what miglit be told, could know
change. Thre plaintiff probably asked no0 question,
gave credit to an extent lie ouglit not to have done
likely lie was misled by statemenut8 of tlie debtor.

1There is tis further to be said about tlie agreemei
as8,ignnient of which is attacked. On 6th June, 19C
date of the, affligninent, thre monthly instairnents d
Ist Ma 'y and let June, 1906, liad not been paid. 1
ternis of tlie agreement it was in thre power of the. Doi
coxnpany to say thiat tlie agreement on their part lx> se
forfeited, and that all the rnoney paid shouId b. a
on rent. Thre coinpany were not bound to recogniý


