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BOLANIi v. I111,1-.

3 0. W. N. 1i;

Ve~ndor ond I'rhu ~ rotfor Sale of Land - A1bgcnrc ofAuAorit('.m Oîcncr af- Voticituh )Jusband-'Qrrcgpond-

KF.uY. T.- dîin.ýed :1huç ,sî i auion for gpeeific performanceofanaI*ge gi~u~ 1 pi vrir ans holdi1ng that no authoritybad ben give by deedat o thwir ag,-inîs for the sale and thattlw,.i no fuffieient note or mninratnduni in writing ta satisfy theSttt fFrauds.

Iuaintiff brouglît t1îi, cto agailst William TT Plîilip
(or I'hilp) ard Ida Emily I>b1illip (or Philp), husband and
wife, for speifiie perforntce of an a]leged agenetfor
the sale of property 0on Murray street, iii West Tooto r
iii the alternative for dangsfor breach of tie agreinient.

rrid at Toronto wilthout a jury on June i Oth, 1.912.
A. C'. Macdonell, K.(X, for the plaintif!.
G. Hl. (Cray, for lthe defendantýs.

lIfoN. Mmi. JISTICE Kur.iy :-Defendant Ida Emily Plîilp
iez Uic owner of tic proiperty; the evidence shews that any

negoiatonsor dealingý wýiiii plaintif! in respect of it were
carrîid on not by her, but by others without any iin,.tructiont3
or autflîoriiy front lier. She îIS not, therefore, liable.

As to defendaît. William Il. I>lilp, lie had, biat dealings
witli an agenit, Bergland, in relation to other property, and
mention wasmad lewcen thcm of thec property now in
question, altmougli it is not cecar tluat amy instructions werc
g1ic to Berglaîd, to seil it.


