
THE ONTARIO WJrJKLY REPORTER.

cast the duty of protecting hiin upon the officiais of ti
departinent.

Nor do the provisions of the Land Tities Act on whic
reliance is placed assist the appellants, for the reason poinit(
out by the Chancellor, that the attaek of the Crowvn uipc
the iinpeached instruments was made wbile the titie rernaini
vested in the parties to whom the grant was made, and thL
before that no title had passed to a purehaser for value.

The case of Attorney-General v. Goldsborough, 15 -v.
RL. 639, affords no0 assistance. The decision of the appella
Court turned aitogethier upon a special statutory enactmner
which lias no counterpart ini our Act.

Uipon consffderation of the whole case, 1 think the appe
fails, and1 should be dismissedl with coats.

JuNE 28TH, i9tc

C.A.

TOOLE v. 'NEWTON.

Vendor and Purckaser-Contract for Sale of Lanî-Specj
Performancwe - Oral Underslandnyq as Io Proctêrj
Release of Claim for Dniwer-Addîliûn Io WrÎlten Con.ir,
of Words, " if in his Powe4,r 1j dIo sa "-l-Terms of J udg rne
for Oondiiional Speci/ic Performance.

Appeal by defendants, Newton and Wright fromi orc
of a Divisional Court affirming (with a variation as to cos
the juldgment of BOYVD, C., at the tril, in favour of pla,
tilT in an action for speoiffl( performiance of an alleged ce'
tract for the sale to plaintiti of at lot of land in the town
Kenora, of wichl defendant Newton wa, mourtgageea
defendaýnt Wrighit a4ssignee of thie mnortgage.

Thev Chancellor hield that pliitiff was entitied to ju<
ment for specific p)erformiance, wîthi a reference to

Ma tert settle thie proper iiinont of purehase nioney :
niaking deduetions for taxes and an 'y ineuxubiýrances t
xnight exist, and to ad'just whalt shouhi be paid as; dedile.i


