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DIVISIONÂL COURT,

NOVRLBzI 7TR, 1912.

FEBRUÂRY 8TH, 1913.

WILEY v. TRUSTS AND GUARANTEE C0.'

4 0. W. N. M2.

Jtdo"mt-ltMute8 of Settlitt,.
Z>xvxsoi, COURT settied order as drafted by retiotrar uponJtidgment herein, 22 0. W. R, M2.

Motion to vary and settie Minutes, of judgment, th 'ereasoný3 for judgraent in this case being found in 22 0. W. IR.625 sq

The motion in D)ivîsional Court was hjeard by HoN. SiR
GLE~LMEFALÇNWRDG1~ C..K.BITON. MR. JIUSTICE

-BRrrrPON and 3O.1R. JUS-'TICE IDDLL

M. I4ocklhart Gordon, for the mnotion.
W. J. Elliott, contra.

lIrO. MR. JIU TSTICE RIIDELLA (7th Novemnber, 1912) :-Inýsettlilig thle judgmnent the Tiegistrar provided! for eancelling
the registration of the conveyances.-and that was proper.
But complainit is mnade as to two points, one maierial, the
othier o! trifling importance.

Tt miust be obvious that if the regist ration) were to beannulled with nothing furthier, flhe vendor miglit effectively
dispose of the land, leaving- the truistees without any but apersona1 remnedY. This would not do. lThe only reason forcancefling the registration is the agreemnent on the part dfthe trustees to hold the transfers uniregistered unexplained
and to meý inexplicable to n'y nxind as the agreement was-
and it may be ad1ded perilously near to a breacli of trusft as
well.

But the trustees are not ta be put ini further peril through
their il] advised set.

The second point is equally plain-the transfers must be
haxxded to the trustees.


