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*WlISON v. CAMHERON.

ntract-Parent and 6'hlJ--Oral Agreement loa onc Land
-Âscertinrnent of Terms by Refere-nce ta Docuoment Signed
by Parti es-Acotion& for F4peccfic Performancc ta,'tuitt of
Frattds-P art Performan ce-Co ndnct of Iarties-Enforce-
ment of Agreement by Son af ber Death of Fat lir.

.Appeal by the plaintiff from the judgnient of MiDnuEToN,

ante 2,34.

The appeal was heard by MEREDITII, C.J.O., MACLAaEN,
kcw.a, and HoDOINs, JJ.A.
J. Bieknell, K.C., for the appellant.
C. L. Dunbar, for the defendants, the respondets.

The judgment of the Court was delivered by -NEREDITII, C.
).:- . .The right of the re.spondent Donaven te speeifie

rformance depends upon whether: (1) the agreement upon
iieh he relies is sufficiently evidenced to satisfy the provisions
the 5th section of the Statute of Frauds, 1.S.0. 1897 ch. 3,38;
) or, if not so evideneed, there have been such acts of part
rformance as to entitie the respondent Donaven to enforc(e the
reement notwithsýtaniding the provisions of that section.
in my opinion, the, second question must be answered in the

irmnative; and it i.a, therefore, unnecessary to consider the
st.

[Referencee to Fry on -Contracta, 5th ed., pars. 582, 584;
ds)bury's Laws of England, vol. 27, par. 49; Maddison v. Alder-
n (1 883), 8 App. Cus. 457, 479.1

»To ho reported ini the Ontario Law Reports.


