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MEREDITH, CJ..JJE1T

RE EDGERLE&Y -AND HOTRRLf

Will--cOnsructio*-Devùe2 to two Daugkters.---qr0jijù
Event of one'Dying' wit ho ut lue" a-vigDav

>Or ker Jleirs"-"O0r"' Read as "and"ý-VendOr and
chaser-Titie to Land-ýForcing Doubtft Titie -on Uý
ing Purchaser.

-Motion by a vendor of land,,under the Vendors andchasers Act, for an order declaring that the purehaser's
tion to the titie'was flot a valid one, and that the vendoi
shewn a good titie.

'Shirley Denison, KCfor the, vendor.
D. L. MéCarthy, K.G., for the purchaser.

anx~, .. CP.:-fthe- purchasér' s fears of thehave reasonable, foundation in fact or law, . t ought il,
be forced upon him.

The rule is,. and always has been, that a donbtful title
flot te forced upon an unwiffing purchaser.

SThe, saying, that a titie is ýýeither -gocod or bad, and thaCOourt should deterinine whieh ît le, leaving no rooni f
doubtful titie, is blind to, the facts: (1) that the Courtý
fallible; and (2) that.in sueh cases as this their judgmenti
flot binding upon.any 1but4'hose Who are parties to the a
cation.

.Then aâre ,the 'purehaser's-fears well foiinded; ia the
Wu question a ýdiubtfùl one l

IBut one point is muade in the purehaser 's behaif:- it isfor him that, under the wÎll in question, there la a possibilîtissue of 'the devisees, yet unborn; at some time taking ai:
terest in the land in question, which interest the parent Ca&
conveY or 'bar. Is that the fact t

Rf the first clause of the will stood alone, eaeh of thedevisees would take, absolutely, -an undivided xuoiety; andobviously and admittedly, any fear eucil as the purchaser
would be quite unfounded.

But the second clause of the will unquestionably modified
effeet of the flrst. Under it, in the case cf tic death c>f eiiof thc deyisees witiout leaving issue, her siare is to me j,
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