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An account need not, iii my opinion, he taken. There
is no question that Coleridge reeived in connection with
the Pratt deal but $3,750. The- date of suchi receipt is j
Jixed so that by a single computation the miere matter o!
initerest aybe readily determined.

The plainitiff is entitled to al dlelaration thaut the puir-
chase of thie Cih -May was made for his bondiit, as Coleridge

repesntd;buti at $400 ant ac-re, and niot, as ColeridIge mis-
reprsentdut $450 anl acre.
Cokleridgcv cannot, in myv opîinion, be permitted to dlerive

any aidvanitage fromn the frauid whiob prictised on Bell,
nor fromn the paymient of thu $2,50o of Bel V's iionleys f rauidu-À
lently obtainied nmde to Knngon Juinuý 21nd, 1913.

There will auou lie bu declaration that Coleridge
has rio iriteri-st ini the puircliasec front the Kenning syndicate
and thiit Biell i,; entitledl to, the beineFit of the~ payment of
$2.500 imade ont of his moncYs bYCorig to Mr. Kenning.

Tlue 1]efundiants, othr tan (olurIdge, weî'e stated at the
trial to) bo wiln (kcrr iot Ille sale, nntwithstanding the
defit inlyen of thie iljs8babnvnt of p)urchase-monty due

Auus st, 1913. 1'11-1 pam b y plaintiff of that in-
Stallinunt wItlitret w itbn reasonable timev (wichl f Y
fix at onu monthi f ronm the entry o!f judgmeii(nt) and thie per-
for-milncv by' Bell of thu otîter termas o! the agreement o!

saof MlIy kith, Bell IS to be enititled to a conveyance
01f the I'ratt farmIl fronti iteg defendlants, other thian Colo-

ridg, freo frin ny aimof Coleridgce or of persons lai-
ing undffer hlmii.

Th er e wiI11 i» addition hoi ,idme ,Iaginat Coleridge for
1,5,with iintvreat from the '2Oth May, 1913, and for the

oists of this acetion.
Thueotrli i-s dismissed wvith costs.
Stay of 30 daysV.


