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'l'le plaintiff's c' idenee shews that on or about the 24th
October, 1906, the defendant and Alfred James MecI'herson
caine to the farni of the plainitiff, whcn the defendant in-
forinied Iiiru that lie was organizing a syndicate to buy
W'est.ern land and liait mone to sec if hie woul join it. The
pliif!i wa,; at the tiîme unable to considler the proposition
and the defendant requested him to corne to Stratford tlie
next-% day, ani there sec one Bennoek about if. This the
plaintif!, did, and, when in Bennock's office, tlic defendant
assuireýd the plaintif! that lie hiad heen ail over the Iarid, that
it %va., iear Indian Hecad and just the saine as Lanid irounîd
Iiian'ýi Head, which the defendant kneiv the plaintif! had

-,eu flint iL was first-class landi, that it vas oo agricul-
furail land and wvas geod wheat land. lIclîeuec of

thee rpreenttiosthe plaintif! decided to go into thc
~ydctsigned the agreemnent of the 25th Oetober, 1906,

awi gav bi notes for the purehaise mnoney. Subsequcntly,
by agrecinent of thec 2nd Novemnber, 190e, the plaintif! ex-

Ihne isý one-tenfli interest in the lands for the said one-
sixthi Iinberest îin a portion thereof.

Tu'iringil now to Meanli's case, it appears that by
agreeciit ated 211d November, 1906, but not nctually en-

tcred intgo uintil the 1sf .lanuary, 1907, the said Alfred James
Mc(I'lbcrson agrced te sdil te thie plaintif! and bis brother
Duncan M aiuand they agrecd tf> buy f rom, NePherson
a one-sîNili intcrest in 7,30S aiecé, part of the ï3aid area of
144.18 acres for ftic sum of $6,181.33, to bie paid, hy tie

\vendor, aiud to the paymcnt of the further sum of one-sixth
o!4,f 4 (the ainiount o! the prior lien on the said 7,808

acres, naely, $7,1,-7.31. nîaking the, total eost to the said
Duncan aiiif George M alunthe sum, of $13,338.66. Dun-
cni, Mc Callum joiined lui the agreement merely te accora-
ttinodte bisz brother, bbc plaintif!, ini case the latter sol
tind( imselvf uniable alone to carry, it out. The plainitif!, honw-
eve(r, did neot finit it necess,ýary to call on Duncan for si-

aeaiid flic latter transfcrrcd bis interet ini thc land te
theg pdlintif!, and 1, therefore, think that for bbce puirposes, of
this cin the plaintif! is entitled to be eoîîidered as the
solIe purchaIiýser in equity o! the said on-iivtrest ladt
ilenltioned, and as sucb is entitled in his ewi rne te main-
tain bis action against the defendant.

The evidence of the plaintif!, George MeCallura, is to the
foloewing effeet; the defendant met hira at the market-place
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