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J. G. Kerr, for the plainiff, appellant.
O. L. Lewis, K.C., and S. B. Arnold, for the defendant,

respondent.

lIOX. iI. J1USTICE SUTIIERL-AND :--21'lîi-. aefion arises
onit of a sale by tire plaintiff to t1we ilfutndant of eertain

catlproperty ini the " Temple Theatre",1 in the city of
(Jhaitianî, used ini connection with a mumuing pieture " show."

Vie owner of the building, wasý une KEa. Nt. Brsto hsze
husband, Fred Il. Briseo, acted( als her, agenit 1n11ncto
with tlic leasingl of thie buliiln. vriginll n White
liad been thfe tenant and1 lite , eUo .Pil Franik
E. Baxter asouae ith Phillip, anti oni tIhe lâth May'
1912, a lease wýas inade 14o thetm by' Evaý M. Bnru for a
teri- of two years ani ive mont ils, at a1 we'klY resîtal of

$2?1.05. o un f $5700 hadI beenýl deposit4ed by vI>billip with
irs c isc o 11rat w tue paynîent of' t0e reuit. SOun

after1 thi- >;Id las Ils iale, atrbiigît l>hlî 1 ont
and nu asine t lcles wa'Iý inadelt as 11i1( ndor
apparcntly deiedt ioldi Philiip mdi' Iiiý $50) t -r
tise rentl. On Ille lst Noelei 92 axter suit! tu ilie

1-thns t Noebr 92- leeyasg ver
t() Fretd BaNteri mil inY Mintt in 0wcTeîl Thar or

bill o sale IPlîilip ) to Bxter, th-lee o rt-maf'in iii Il MY
nanse,)q bt ho tu have fui ti onî>et pos(su of tIse

prn me fter flic saturday njigiAt (2ndNonse)pr

Tho conisideratioxi is sid tohaebn$90
,Ittle," thtlf, nat hald aîparenitiy beni patr1onl of

11w- theatrev and kilow ;oîtiingabot it On (I tht'- Isiglît. of

to the defedant anI it; :issi a bris- nîcîorainilIi was
maie and Il eue that nlighIt, but it a not prudiud tt

t he tria. 1 h :1f1d1n ttfîu that ' 1 l;tic tliugî lo'e wash
deain VI l Y itl Bat r1, t heownr bu' ýt adîit 11 ates',
nan W as tnnin< Ba' ter 1,1; li I-tle to (1 ta

i1w -11î Qitur Mi'. ()nIlhi r-ardtt pp~o the

t aîîc t lii tec for' Iîa ursem imvsexiie
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