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Vendor anid Puca~rAreeifrSale of Land-4ctum bij
Parcha-ser for S;periflic I'onrance->fneFahr of- Subsc-
psent Sale by Venédor Io Boina Fide Purcha2er for Vduef<gisra
dion of C vy e-maein Lieu of Specifie efrmne}
Action for specific performance of an alleged agreemnent of the
2ard October, 1918, for the sale by the defendant te) the plainitif!

ufa farmi of 100 acres in the town.ship of Iloxborough for 8S4.350.
The defendLant atleged that the agreement relied upu»i by the
plaintiu! wvas onlly an option for 30 days, whichi the plailitiff haut
iwot acoepted wvithin that time;: and, alternatively, that the agree-
mDent had been termiýnated by a 8ubsequent agreement. l'le
action was tried wVitho(Ut a jury at Co(rnwtall. CLU'rx, J., ini a
written judgmient, found, upon the evidenre, thiat neither of Ille
dufences had been substantiated. It appeared that the defendant
Iaad, on the Ilth November, 1918, sold and conveyed the farmi to
one Tait for S4,500- The deed to Tait haviug beeni regi.,teredl,
and il appearing that lie %vas a bona fide purchaýser for value, the
plantiff could not have speciflc performance, but lie was entitled
t. damages for breach of the agreemnent. Thle farmn, if properly
advertised, would have sold for at least $5,000, and the plaintif!
wu entitled to recover the difference et-ween the price lie agreed
to pay and 85,000, nainely, S650. Judgmient for the plaintiff for

$60and costs of the action. C. H1. Clime, for the plaintif!. W. B.
L*waon, KOC., for the defendLant.

FZuLDHotsF v. CmT or ToRoN-TO-FýL('ONPRUX3E,-, C.J.B1.-

Nuis r&e-J*d gmeil Jirecting Ablkemnen-Motion Ioto u
Tiefor Abamnent-Direction thai Motion be Ileard iih Motion

go Compel Comiptiance tcith Jdmn]-oinby the defendauxt
for an order ainending the judgnrent 1in tlis action- Fieldhouse
v. Lily of< Toronto (1918 -), 413 0.L-R. 491--and extending the tinie
allwed for abating the nuisance. Tii. motion was hecard in tIie

WekyCourt, Toronto. FALCONBRIDGE, CJRBin a written
udmnsaid that, in view of the faetthatit would lK ho esr

for th plaintiffs to inove the Court for an order Io ýoipl coin-
pineby the defendants with the judgnent or to impose a penalty

frnon-complianee there-w4th, he rhould now direct that Ibis
moinsand over to be heard by the Court or Juâge who shil

bear teplaintiffs' motion, and who wNill then dispose of Ille costs
U h motion.» Irving S. Fairty, for the defendants. T. R.
Frun, for thme plaintiffs.


