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had any interest \whatever in tiw purciase Bell wvas ied to
believe lie wais ukigfromî tAie Kenning syndicale.

Nor hentw odaysiller, C oleridge uipon lianding Mr.
Kenia iIlls ec l' or $1,50 emnedte difference

beweenl the $kS.(ui0 pa * abie and the( aiinouint of the choeque,
did ho ete illaI atyone buat lîjînsef,1 w;as interested ini
the $3; i-ol . Kening iiled by ih i reentient of sale
froniCleig to) \ell,,I ic ý i hd iriv pon (oh ](ridge's
instruionsii, Inddover, 11ewxcs Thore isý not the

slîgîestrea [n t doubt in'asi 111(. 1 aith of Mr.
Keig aid itla vtîhegrac. aifc ion ho i ethat
as the faeýts connite w'îtl li-tetratiio(in, re rvelcdl,
ili the charges spr-ead uo pieaiîg agains 1dmii and

hiis assoc(iates ]in tle ocrhpof' tie property were un-
rcsrvelywithdr-a\wn bY counisei for tiie plaintif!. As

againaýt Suicli dýefendlants the action Nva accordingly dismisscd
with -osis, excolit ini so far as il wiwi; netessary to retain
thiem beffore Ilie Co(urt iii order thiat thevy should 1we subject
to 1 il irectioni il re-grd b the gecnn of the 6ti Maýly.

('ole(rit]gei did not divide the $370with his associates.
BY aragenti iti Ilin, lie aipplied Sîiitl's share and
il ''\\I ;fi ;îaýlvlcîît o 14 11w $. 0 u J une Ist and re-

tailledl Maen' hae liti Macn' oncurrence, to be
appli on 1lic insýtlînentl (Ilue AuguatJS i4.

About 1wé th tiîn lic seodistinn ecame duc , Bell,
while in Mr. Ke-iniing's ofie cietlysaw the agfree-
muent of the cil, oern iale to Coeigand learned
for the first Clme Ili;tI lie îron iaid for Iiim in what
he thouglit te be a pur-citîse fron111 Mir. Ke'inning aI $150 an
acre was in fneft Iiiniseif the llrlisrfonKenîîiîg at
$400 an wcro, iind Iladindîe r.Knîn to- give up

$370out of Biell's chqefor $I,70.Bel ut once
Fouglit lgladviee aild ilingL to, obtint redress broughit
thio present wction.

lIe poks as ag-ainst oerge accoîinting by Cole-
Pudg foilic, mnoncy ' eevd as dlraio that the pur-

chiate byv (1oeridgcrf was fori bis henfit.ti a forfeilure of Cole-
ridg's ntecsthecuseof the fr;audi. =mi a declaraioxi thtat

filic$.0 paid iii June wasu of tlîe inonevs of the plaintif!.
Coeid y1 colintcr'claiînl see l dee-laration thaï;thfli

$350paid bv Bell is forfeitf(ýI ain 1Ihat he (Coleýriage") is
Plntitled t filich lands in question frce front anv dlaim of the
plaint if ini regard therefo.

1913]


