
CA.ICJt v. 1IhvtTuiEON.

d!efýnceP, in which case tiî 1il1b -ixnbodiecd iiin. ord-e1r.
1u do not w ish to be understood( aý '.uggesting 1,- 1ie o,

an.v amendrnent.

TRIAL.

Venor 'ni Iuivhaser 1rit/en, 0/fer of Option to I>urchase
Land ýOral Aclrtnc-Re fusai of Fendor Io Carry out

-O/fe noi undr ea 'ndrto-Tdiqof Jury
-Taknq n/ar Aduntge-Ii'tL'eusIo ltle-Siti ne

of o"ad ituLi oe niso-?eih<f Cou-
Irait-J)nîags--- ofa Pro/ils on PR-s(ile.

Action to reeover fliiae oI l,'a' v dbefendalt of lus
armetot selt land ta plaintitf ai- tbe Jpriee of' $12.000.

Il. ('il, IÇ.(., for plaîntitl'.

M.J. I\' nîý Port Arthur'. for delendant.

M ULF,.1. On 23rd Max, i 903. defendani ,Ilvt to
pan iif tu foliowing option:

lueo~iertiîiof $1.00. the M17ipto .11ie î- er
aekno h'ded. blelîy gixe L . J. ('arik tlx joio

fetfi iisotlî of P>ark oit )tîueln.frte.n f
$120UI, ls~5 per ccnt. Commissiont, aae$.00'iliud

$2,00<) v ti balarnce is paid, together w ith infere"t at 8

I'Litiif oral lY aecepted tisi option oi tbe iiarîuitig of

'llî'011imnia not mîider se;il. and dletetudantri ioîne
uhai hu ixe dlAlar pii bY piaintiti to lii ai i1he tinte bad
niot ni meact been paid as th le onsiderot on l'or thle opl li,

but was1 a loan by plaintiff to linîi. Th(. juiry fourni Hua: lthe
dlollar, hau not euîlent, but had 1weîi1 paýid aýs ti con-
sideriat1(n for 11e optifon. PlaintifY stated that at thie time
heohîi e< iij ol'i0 fiouiIîfoa'nt lie hiaf in 'aeî -,Md the


