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bad been coekroaehes in1 the houses; but lie assumed that

had been got rid of because the tenants had neyer com-
ed of thein.
ni the ground that no mýan eau complain that another has too

citly relied on the truth of what lie lias liimself stafed, and

ie ground that the representation was materiai and was

ie and induced the contraet, 1 think the plaintiff must fail.
Mile the defendant miglit, by investigating for himself
ýe signîng the eontract, liave establislied the falsity of tlie

tiff's representation, lie did not do so, but relied solely
the plaintiff's representation, as I tliink lie was entitled

a actions for specifie performance the plaintiff cannot'
tervail the effeet of his own misrepresentations by shewing
the defendant lad the means of knowledge; but lie must

by conclussive evidence tliat the defendant knew or ouglit to,

known that the representations were not in fact true...
Reference to Cox v. Middleton, 2 Drew. 209, per Kindersley,
, 4 .t p. 220; Central R.W. Co. of Venezuela v. Kiscli, L.R.
L,. 99; Aaron's Reefs v. Twiss, [1896]j A.C. 273, 279; Fry,
id., secs. 663, 664, 676, 688.]
,ction disniissed with costs.
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Itanics' Lieiis-Falitre of <Jontractor to Complet e 'Work-
.Atint Due b!, Owner-Method of Ascertaining-Cost of
Comnpletiûfli-Evideflc" -!In such Manner as the Architect
ma Direct" -Rulings of Architeot -Liens# of Wg
Barner,-Twent!i per Cent. of Value of Work Done-Right
-of Qwnier to Resort to for Damnages Sustained by Contrao-
tor'ir Rreach of tjontract-Âmount Payable to Contractor-
JtifltIs <ef liew-holdlersq-COSts.

ýn appeal by the defendant Qallaglier and a cross-appeal by
plaintiffs from the judgment of an Officiai Referce in an
mn to enforce mechances' liens in respect of a bouse erected
ýhe defendant Gallagher in the city of Toronto. The Referee
ý judgment fer the plaintiffs for $793.90.

r.o b. repoTted in «the Ontario Law Reports.


