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Écott was a member, and was executed at Chatham by John
Jacques Stuart and his wife. It is probable that letters
passed between Mr. Scott's firm and John Jacques Stuart,
or betweeni fathier and son in regard to this conveyance.
There is, however, nocoutemporary document produced whîch
throws any light on the conveyance or its execution. 'The
only evidence regarding the tranmstion is that given de
ben&e esse by John Stuart who is now in his 84th year, a para-
lytie, and unable to appear in Court.

Mr. Stuart was asked:
"<Why did you want to get the deed ? A. For security.
loi. Q. Securîty for what? A. For the advancea that

I had made on the property.
102. Q. Did you ask lim for it? A. Yes, 1 did. lHe

man tr, htnn up things generally, and that was part of
it before biis gigawaY, puting things in proper shape.

1103. Q. Before this deed was actually sent down to him
at Chatham, you had a discussion wîth him? A. Yes, I had
been in Chatham and cxplained the whole tingil to him."l

Then cornes bis evidence that the transaction was not
an absolute sale -

<'106. Q. Do yon know why it was taken in the formn of
do deed înstead of in the forin of a mortgage? A. It was
supposed to be the most satisfactory way of taking it, the
saine as a îuortgage-there was n10 other reason. It was not
taken as an absolute -and complete assignment, not as a
sale, but by way of sccurity.

107. Q. But was there any particular reason why it was
put in the forin of a deed instead of in the forma of a mort-
gage? A. It muist have been on the advice of tÉo solicitor.
I do not think 1 cared which, I cannot tell at this moment.
it was neyer an absolute sale and conveyance to me, it
answered the purpose of a inortgage.

108. Q. It was taken by you as security? A. Yes."
«To establish that the deed was taken as security upon

the advice of Mr. Alexander Bruce, Mr. Stuart is asked.
<'Do you remember at'the time you discussedl this with

your son-as to giving you seeurity on the property whether
you were advised by any solicitor? A. 1 cannot tell you.
Il it was it would be Mr. Bruce.

110. Q. Do you remember whether he had anything to
do with the taking of that document? A. I cannot recali'
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