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of Tik v. Mo.chayj, 2 P.L. 774, does not apply where the coven-
antee ie flot ini possession or or interested in the land for the
benefit of which the restriction is iinposed.

PRINCIP.%L A'ND AGENT - FRAUDCLENT MISftEPRESENTATIUN-
KNOW.Er - OF AGeT NOT IMPUTEI) TO PRINCIP.

Wcells v. Smnith (1914), 3 K.B. 722. This was an action of
deceit, the fact8 being that the defendant made a false state-
nient to the plaintiff's agent, which the agent knew to be false,
in order to induce the plaintiff, who did flot know its untrufli
to acf upon it. Thli agent comm :-nicatec- the stateinent to thie
plaintiff who relying on ite truth, acted upon ît to hier damnage;
the representation being that r. proposed tenant was a reputahle
person whereas she was the contrary. Scrutton. J., who tried
the action held that the plaintiff ias entitled to recover tlie
damages awarded hy the jury.

PERI'ETL-ITY-SE'rrLEMENT-TRU-sT r)N itom) FOR 21 YE.ARs Foi-
LOWEI) BY TRUST FOJR SAXLE .AT THE EX21RATION OF 21 yixxis.

Enqlisli v. Clif (1914). 2 (Ch. :376. If is a curious tFing as
Warrington, J.. says, that ini this case if should have f0 he de-
terînined for the first tirne whether a trust which arises nt thje
expiration of a terni of twenty-one years frorn thec date of the
deed, i8 a trust exceeding the period allowed by the mile agaiîîst
perpet;îify, which, where there are nù lives or life in being iii
questfion, is a gross terni of twenty-oiie years. The instrumntt
under which the question arose was a settlixunt dated 71,aN
13, 1892, wherehx the settior conveyed the eîtaf e to truste< s in
fee simple upon the trusts thereiîî deciared; and if was thereiin
declared f hat dlit trustees or the survivor or other the trustees
for the tiîne being should standI posetssed of the preinises for
twenty-one years uipon truist to apply the rente and profits as
therein mentionied including ftle payixîent of one annual auii
on the l3th May and Noveinber in eneli year, and "at the ex-
pirationi of flue said terni of twenty years'' f0 seli the said pre-
mises as therein înetioned. 0J 1 Juîîc 20, 1913, the ftrustees of
the settieunent contracted to seli the Iaix(' f0 fhe defendant who
objected that ftic power was void for riotens. WVarrington,.
J., héld that the determination of fthe 21 years andf the coin-
inenement of the trust for sale being coïnceident, thec trust was
not void for reniotenees o11 theV grolund thalt it ivas linîted f0 takê


