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DIVISIONAL COURT.

BRiADLEY v. EILLIOTT.

'Venidr aînd Pttr-cItaer-( 'o? lr,d for Sale of Land-Speciflc
J! erf ormýan-ce-Auldhori y o 'f -A gen t-Bxeution of (7ont ract
p,.r Vendor-Stalute of Fraisds-Mfemorandum in Writinq

oNin f Vendor mlt Givew- Delay-Iuzdequay' of
Pri ce.

Appeal by defendant f rom judginent of FALCONBRIDGE,

C.J.., of aîst October, 1905, in favour of plaittiif ini a.n action

by ain alleged purchiaer tc> compel, specific performance or for
da.mages for beciof a contraet for the sale to plaintiff of
Iandl ow,;ned by defendant.

H. L. Drayton a.nd A. G. Slaght, for defendiint, contended
that the price was grossly inadequate; tliat one Black, who
purported to xnake the agreement, was not authbrized by de-
fendanit Io do more than find a purchaser, and received a secret
commission f rom, the purchaser; and that the vendor was flot
d.eribed in the written contraet; and relied on the Statute
of Fraudls. They also eontended that the suit was defeotive
for want of parties, because plaintiff's associates in thie
.ledef purchbase were not made parties.

W. S. NMiddleboro, Owen Sound, for plaintiff.
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