
GREJEN v. STEVENOON.

Ceunsèl for the appellant urge these grouuds of appea:-
'(1) T'hat the notice which Bowerxnan hiad through the solic-
itor was constructive merely, and therefore insuflicient tu

dpiethe client of the protection of the Registry Act. (2)
That from the receipt of lOth October it is flot possible to
glean with certainty the ternis of the agreement between
<the parties. (3) That the receipt does not shwEdwin Greenl
to b. the. purchaser. (4) That, it being adiitited i evidence-ý
tsbat the receipt does not contain aUl the ternis of the bargaiin,
4t is no.t a sufficient inemoraididn to Satisfy the roquirenhents
of sc. 4 of the Statute of Fraude,.

Ilpon the first point the evidence aniply sutppo)rts the
findigs of the Judge that the solicitor actedi as soli(citor for
Bowerinan, and that h.e had fuit knowledgie of the prior ý111e
to plaintif!. R. obtained this knowledIge iii the very tran-
saction ini which lie represented Bowýtermiau. if hie kepl't
JBowermnan i ignorance of plaintiff's position, he dlid se) ini
breacli of his duty, and for the sinister puirposýe of enabling
Bowerman to advance a plea of want of notice. Ili this
lie cannot siiceed. Actual notice to the Ioiitor ha in the
transaction in which hie represents hie client, is actutal ntc
to that client

The rernaining groundis of appeal rest on the Statut.ý of
Frauds.

The trial Judge thoughit it plain, uipon the receipt, thiat
the. contract was for a sale at $400, of which $350 wai, to b.,
paid by the assumption o! the existig miortgsge and $50
i cash. I flnd no difficulty in deducig such a oontract

from the receipt. In my opinion, it admits of no other
construction. The second ground of appeal is, therefore,
untenable.

It is true that Edwin Green is flot in tues reoeipt det-
scribed as the purchaser. But neither dloe:z anything appear
to suggest that hie is intking paynient i any reprus»enitative
capacîty. Prima f acie lie is paying uipon hie own-i ac1oulnt,
and therefore as purchaser. In Evans v. Prothero, 1 De.
G. M. & G. 5-j2, a similar reoeipt was the .sole memioreui-
dwn. -No exception waa taken to it upon this greuud.,
lIt eau hardly be supposed that a point su Obvi>us,
il at ail tenable, wuuld have entirely escapod the. attentdoià
of councel, who, for want of anYthing better, were driveni tcu
rèly upon the absence of a stamip Impon the. receipt as the-ir


