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LEfNox, J. :-du the evidence, a Mrs. Goutta is spoken
being the owner of or in occupation of lot 20 on the wvesi
of Condor avenue, Toronto. On the lst Mlay,.1912, the de
aut procnred a conveyanee of ail the land between the sout
boundary of the Goutta property and Hunter street, that
say, lots 21, 22, and 23, aud the part nortli of Hunter strE
24, west of Condor avenue-a block of land having a ý
from south to north, that is, froni Hunter atreet to the. C
property, of 91 feet and 7 iuches.

Before aud at the time of the negotiations and agreemei
tweeu the plaintiff aud defendant, the boundary line betwe
property of -the defendant and the Goutta property was j
well dellned upon the ground 'by the Goutte building-a,
shop at the uorth-west corner of -the defendant'a prope
aud, if not by a boundary fence, at ail events by a line c
feuce posta.

The defendant subdivided the western portion of iota 2
23, and 24 înto four uarrow lots, runniug north and eouth,
ing a froutage of about 18 feet each on Hunter street.
lots, if ru north to -the uorthern bouudary of the defend
land, would have a depth of 90 feet--or, to be exact, 91 1
îuches. On these lots the defendaut erected two pairs ofL
detached dwelliug-houses, the street numbers being 50, 51
and 56. No. 56 is the -one iu question in this suit.

The defeudaut, employed Woolgar aud'Atchison to sel
56 for hini. Rie instructed them' as to its location and l:
aries; aud, among8t other things, that it had a depth of 9(
from south to north. Manifestly ho also pointed out to
that the northern bouudary would be the southeru bounda
the Coutts lot.

The défendants agents, iu pursuance of these instrue
uegotiated for the sale of this property to the plaintiff.
represented to the plaintiff that it was a good deep lot; 8h
him where the northern boundary rau; aud, to assure -hinu
be would have a depth of 90 feet, they paced it off from. U
street to the northern bouudary of the defeudant's iau
herejubefore described. Upon this represeutation aud upoi
buis, the plaintiff agreed to purchase this specific pareel of
for $2,500. There was then au uncompleted building upac
property, which the défendant was to complete.


