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ure. 0f course, the transactionl must bc treated
lvance whieh lie was bound to make had actually

.Having mtade the advance, lie is entitled to
ý-fourth of the, whole of the proceeds, whicl isj
as this would be the total amount whicli lie would

ed had lie advanced the $6,000, the $6,QOO muet
d from this amount, ua.king hie profits in the
$1,500.
1 nQt te lie forgotten that under the peculiar termes
-ment the defendant pute in bis land without re-
ir epecial advantage therefrom, except his three-
lhe proceeds of the sales. In a word, the plaintifl
-, be perznitted, not having made hise advanoes, to
paid out of a. fund to which lie is only entitled


