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&eci fie; ily said, "sold toi, ece. "-in oerwords the peronpain
ie mioney iq taken to be the, person buyirng

By a parity of rea.-oning the person givingl the receipt isý pre-
immd to he the person selIling, andl thie naine is flot a mnere
>seription sueh as was the case in Vanderhurighi v. Spoonier, L.R.
Ex. 316.

[Referenice to Newell v. Radtfordî, L.R. 3 C.P. 52;Brika
Kuykendall, 6; Blaekf. Und.) '22, ai reoeipt, Reevdthe

.th Decemiber, 1837, of Isaae Hlimers $500 in fuit for a hundred,
ýres of land in part payinenit (signedl) Nathianiel Kyedl,
as helid bail as not containing the ternis of the eontraet, buit it
as flot ugetdthat thenae of the parties dlid flot suffiei-
mtly appear: see also Williains v. ori,95 IL.444,1

Thait the cruitnethat Ap'onwas agent for M.\rs, bacs,
id Too)le for the, plaintif! eonipany, doos not affect the rgt
the plaintif! comipany, also seems, covered by autlhority.
Sir George Jesscl's laeonie statenent of thev Iaw in Coniinný
Scott, L.R. 20 ECq. 11, at pp. 15, 16, hias frqetybeen

ted and neyer overruled. lie Bays: Thee an, he no doubt
[at if a wvritten contraot is inade in this forin, 'A. BK agretes
SseIl Blackaere to C. 1). for £1 ,00C, tlion E. F., tho prin-

pal of A. B., can sue G. IL, the princeipal of C. D., on tuat
ýntract."

So Romer, J1., inFilbhy v. Ilounseil, 118961 2 Ch. 77 et p.
WO, thus laye down the law: "For the purpose of satisfying thie
I:atute of Frauds it appears to nie suilcfiient, sui far as the parties
-e eoncerned, that the written eontraeet should shew who thie
mtracting parties are, althoughi they or one of thein inay be
cents or agent for others and it niakes no differencewhte
)u cari gather the, faet of a«ency froni the rtendocument or
)t, Who the principals are may bc proved by paroi.' A
uding eontract for sale being entered into by the xnortgagee
ýfore any notice of any intention to redein, 1 think thant M.\re.
ilholeon loat any riglit she previously lind so, to rdei

In Kenney v. Barnard, 17 O.W.R. 889, the second mortga,ýgeê
1 the day of a sale under the firet xnortgage called on the pur-
iaser and offered himi the amnount of his deposit and *ý25 for
s trouble-he also made a legal tender to the tirst mortgagee of
&e amount due, etc. Mr. Justice Sutherland says, p. 9 00 : "'The
noder mnade after the sale was so nmade et a time wvhen both
ýndor and purchaser were bound by the agreemient wvhich had
ýen mnade . . . the vendor would have been willing to raneel
e sale anid permit the plaintif! te redei. The purchaser..
as Unwilling to forego hus bargain. . . Ie declined and coufl
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