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xneantime heen, was registered on 26th April, 1906, as No.

The solicitors for the loai comipafly on searching the titie
and discovering that the agreement between H{enry Lang
and the defendant company had beeu registered, paid over to
Fee's solicitors $600 of their proposed boan, but declined to,
pay the balance irntil gaid agreement was arranged in soma
way se as lot to be a cloud upon bis titie. It appears that
byv this time Fee liad also paid $100 on accounit of the Canlada
Permanenit mortgage.

Correspondence then ensued between the solicitors for
plainitiff Fee and defendant company about the matter, the
former contending that the registration of defendant cern-
pany's agreement withi Henry Lang was a cloud ou plain-
tiff's titie and should ho removed, the latter contendfing that
the inoneys payable under the agreement for sale of the land
made hetween Henry Lang and plaintiff Fee shonld not be
paid over until the diaim of defendant company was satisfled.

Samu-iel Eagles, one of the executors of deceasêd testator
went from Collingwood to Stratford to interview defendant
company, and took with himi a quit-dlaim deed fromn it te
plaintie Fee for exeention by the company.' In tlue quit-dlaimi
deed the following clause was inserted: Il And it is hierehy
agreed by and betweeu the parties hiereto thiat the giving of
this release shall not in any way prejudice the dlaim of the

sai copan aainist the said Henry Lang for any mioneys-

that miay be due te themi from the said llenry Lang in re-
spect to a certain agreement made hetween the said I1lnry'
L~ang and the parties hereto of the first party, dated lOtIl
day of August, .1905, and registered in the llegistry Office
for the northi ridiug of the connty of Grey on the l4thi day'
of April, 1906, as No. 11668, against the aforesaid ad.

lIn a letter frein the solciters o! plaintiff Fee to the
solicitors for defendant coinpany daited June i9th, 1906, they
wrote as followsa

IlIt would facilltate nmatters if you would have your
clients release or postpone whiatever daimii thiey may have
against the~ lauds ini question as against tIe puirchaser W. G.
Fee and against the Ontario Loan and 1)ebenure Coiwpany' .
Thjs will enahbe iis to close ont the deal. If this is done we wil11
retain the purchiase-nioney il our biands for a certain length
of tîme te enable yen to decide whether or not you will take
proceeding on1 hehiaf of your clients to have it declared
whiether they are entitbed to the saine or a portion thiereof."


