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There was also a cheque signed by the p1aintiff'as follows:
"Kitchener, Ont., December 29tii, 1

"To Canadian Bank of Commnerce,
"MWaterloo, Ont.

"Pay to the order of Mrs. Adeline Bitzer, 5100.0, one u
dollars, deposit on 62 St.. George Street at purchase-pric
53,800ý-$1,400 payable on May lst, 1920, and assume a 5
mtg. of 52,300.00.

"1c. Peterso(
The cheque was not endorsed.
The-se two documents were 'sufficiently conneeted, by mi

of dates, naxne of place, and description of the ternis, to el
theni to be read together as evidence of the contract for the. pu]
of satisfying the requiremnts of the 8tatute.

It was contended that the. documents did not say whi
Peterson was biuying the. freehold of the house or soine 1
interest, e.g., an assignment of a lease. But a eontraet alu
to seil a house implies that the. interest sold îa the fee sin~
ughies v. Parker (1841), 8 M. &-W. 244; Fry on Specifie

formance, 5th ed., para. 372.
It was said that the. description, "No. 62 St. George Sta,

was masufficient. Tliat was answered by the. decision of Midd<
J., in Canadian Dyers Association Liznited v. Burton (11
ante 83. The receipt and the cheque being dated at Kitchý
the plain meaning of the documents was that the. prol
described as No. 62 St. George Street was property in Kitch

The defendant contended that- the purchase-price
insufficiently set forth, referring to Fenske v. Farbacher (il
2 D.L.R. 634. In that case the. payments set forth in the Ub,
randuni %were $300 short of the total purchase-price. In this
the. payments set forth eovered the. Whole of the. purchase-pri

Again, it was urged, the. receipt does not mention on'
propety the balance of the purchaise-price wss to b. secur..i

ther wu therisean enforoeable agreement, the vendoir
a lien for the balanice of the purchase-price, $2,300; and the
implication from the are nt was, and the. learned Jud@
foimd as a fact, tb.at, no otiier provision being made, the. bal
o)f $2,,300 was to be scured by a 5 year mortgage on the pe
forming the subject-matter of the. purchase.

The. moot serious point raised was lu regard to the. questic
intercet, namely, that the. documents did not deal witii th
of intercet to b. paid on the mortgage of $2,300. It is li

wel-sttldthat a mrge, beimg a debt, carrnes it
conequnty this morgg woll carry luterest at h leg

of 5 per cent. With regard to the. subsequeftt offer made b
purchaser to, the. vendor lu, pay 6 per cent. luterest, that was 1


