
.forth the' facts, anti stitvdl hiPcocuso as follows: ''I canniot
find that any of 11w alligeti inisreprusqentntions of fact liavv lwei

provv(L. 1 havv 1-onwl t) the cocu i at thle 1laintifi Imilght
the 1propt'rtv rulyiing rtheri un tht'- opIiion) andi ju<lgmn of Lazwr,
whoxn le knew and ro-gardeti às a reliale ant xprenei reni
than on an.y of the' allege1 ti repre it a tions. 1Ithinik aun'y statenwints
matie by Lazier were lioncstly madie andi in ubttalaccordance
with the' facts?" The' plaintif., ini his testlimon)IY atl thle ti-al, diti
liot assert that the' tefendant Farrow mnate nn yirpeettos
Action tiiemisseti with costs. D. J. (t'offey, for the' 1lniff. I. F.
Hellmuth, K.C., anti L. C. C-attanach, for t iefntans
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Execuiors--ActiQn againsi, for Redlempiîion--Oral Agreement
with Testator-Etidence-Corroboratiiun-v'ideilce Act, R-8-0. 1914
ch. 76, sec. 12-Trusi-Mor4gage-Sale under Power--Irregularities
-Possessîam of Land-Lîmitations Act.1-Aetîin for redemption
of two parcels of land, or, in the alternative, for damages against
the defendants the exvcutors of John Curry, deneaseti, for allegeti
wrongful acts in tiisposling of these properties,. The' tefentiants
Woollatt and the' Essex County Golf anti Country Club Limniteti,
subsequent to such disposai, became owners of parts of these prop-
erties, and the' defendant club was in possession of a considerable
part of the landi in respect of which redemption was sought.
Upon sale proceedings under xnortgages matie by tht' plaintiffs,
John Curry becamne the purchaser of both parcels. The' plaintif s
asserteti that the sale proceedings were irregular; and, even if they
had been regular, Curry was prohibited by hie relations with the'
plaititiffs from becoming the purchaser; that hie purchase was a
breach of trust as regarded them; and that he held. the' two parcels
in trust for them, subject to payxnent of advances matie to the'
plaintiffs. Curry dieti in March, 1912. The' plaintiffs assumed
the' burden of proving the oral agreement on which they reliet,
and were obliged to furnish corroboration, the' daim being against
the executors of a deceased person: Evidence Act, R.S.O. 1914 ch.
76, sec. 12. Tht' action was tried without a jury at Sandwkih.
KELL-Y, J., reati a jutigment, ini which he set forth tht' façtS at
length, and stateti his conclusions as follow s. (1) there was no
sufficient corroboration of tht' evidence of tht' plaintiff Erneat
Girardot as to the' oral agreement set up by the plaintiffs; (2)
the relation between the' plaintiffs and the' deceased was that of

ý% CURRY.


