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set out in the staternent of defence. Followirig the agree-
ment anid in part performance of it, the defendant went
into poý.ssesion, paid the taxes, and paid the interest de-
nmanded by Iloilliday. llollidav Iever repudiated t1e algree-
ment nor did lie ever miake a demnand for payment of the
principial. On oneu oceasion, soon after llollîday purcbased,
whlen defendant was paying the interest, llollidav said in
effeut that lie sbould have $50 additional for purchasing the
land. 1),Defendant asseited t that anîl from that trne de-
fendant paidlf interest on $500 instead of on $150. The
plaiiff puirelasedl froîn Ilolidavý and it is said paid $550,
obtainilng from Ilolhiday a (<nveyance dated the i 7th day of
Deccînhber, 1913.

TPie lia vnwnits by defendant were irregularly paid both
as to dates aud ainountz, but thme receipts produeed shew that
apparently morte than suffieient was paid to clear the place
of remit or interest down to lst January, 1913.

Th'le deceased deait withi even yearq.
Itekonngthe Îiiterest as rent upon the $,500, and ca-Iling

il 50 for ail the trnie, it would he 41/, y-cars to cnd of
1912, miakinig for interust alone $135. The receiptîs pro-
duued by defendant shew paynients by hirn to lollidi for
reitior inticrest and taxes, $149,17. It was flot disp-uted at
theg trial that dlefendant had paid in full for interest and
taxes, at least up to Ist January, 1913.

The dfondanti made valuable inîproveinents in biis gar-
dinllg ammdfarîin operations u.pon Ibis prop)ertv, so thiat

bYreasoni of p-art performance he could have emforcedl the
carr ig onit b\-Iolia of the agreemnent madle.

lIlilydied since bis sale bo the pl&intffC. The p1lin-
tf know of dfnatspSeio. nolgeof poes

sin ya ll;inant is nQt sufficient against a rogisteredl tIIle.
1 a111 of opinion, and s0 fin)d, that the plaintif! bail a(ctual

notice of denntsagreemnent wiîth Holliday. Il is not ncs
sa ry*) for le de-fendant b sthls collusion between plain-
tiff andJ lolliday, but the whole transaction bears the appear-
ance or il, and] Mr. Iloliday, aithougli reputed to ho a min
of wealthi, was p-erhaps tempted by the addîional $0 he
plaintlif is said Io have givon-to sell froni mnder dlefendant.

Ipon plaintîff's exaîninabion for discovery, which was Ii
part put ini, and upon his e'vidence at tbe trial, it seemis to
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