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alwdami t 1w- ordur cf the Ma.ster restored,'the respondent
being th1 ld er cf unpa id shares and so liable as a contributory.,

LNxxand RsjJJ., were of the contrary opinion, for
reasonis statuid by\ cach iin writing.

T11E COrTn be(ing divided, the appeal was dismissed with
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L<)UDON v. SMALL.

SWcrd2~d of Iecui ie&Tm for (Jumplelon-" If
Possble-Acionfor Balance of Purchasýe-money-Terms of

(unrm1cii nu ully ('arried out by Vendfor-Failure to Procure
Le-as of Prcmîsc,8 Freed from Option Io Purclwse Busines--

I>osgssio (Avn an Rent? Pala iLiguer. License Trans-
fIlrred ainId Bulsins Carr ild onýi-Failulre of Purchaser to Shew

Brcuch of ('ontradc by edoile~i Performance-Injury
b, Ilo)te!Iisne by Enacriment of Prohibitory Liquor Law'-

Eýffeet iipoe n ,» ('o - .tc-Cou n iercla irln-Damages-Tender of

Apjx'al by tle defendantff anid erosis-aýppeaýl by the plaintiff
'r'om the ýjud(ginent of 11CIODJi O.W.N. 268, in an action

to reeover 1h1' oucaeioe f an hotel business sold by the
plantf o Uedeenan i JM y 1914, forS$40,OO.

Teappeal ail vross-appeal were hevard by MEREDITH, C.J.
U.P, RDDELLENNOX, anld RtosF, JJ.

WV. N, 'Filley\, K.C., for thew defenidat.
W. G. Thurston, C, for Ille plainititl.

MERDIT, (.J.XP. rad1ing tUe ju(grnvent, of the Court,
said thlat the ci et nravI cf thle partiîes was iiet that the sale should
-1c roxnpletel byv thte 1st ugt,1914," but that it should bc
coxnpleted the if osil -ienigi possible from thle point
of vîiw of busine1iss 1110n ili aL business transaction of this kind.

TU1v plainitiff was -beig whiat is ,ommiionily ealled "he(ld-up"
unoniscioniably' by' a thiird personi whose consent was needed to
enle)f the plainitiff to ýompic](te tUev contract on hie part; the de-


