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'~was anly warranty iniplied or otherwise aceoiupauying
sale. In WValhs V. Pratt, 1910, 2 K. B., at page 1003,
,cher Moulton, L.J., ini a judgment wbichi iet with thue
.limons approval of the flouse of Lords, 1911, A. C. 394,its out i very eclar language the difference between a
lition. and a warranty. This is the Sanfoin Seed Case and
'as there decided that even whlere the coutract provides
there is no w-arranty given as to the thing sold, yet ifý

thing sold be soinething ifferent from what was agreed
e purchased and there bas been a substantial failure to
orin the contract at ail, the purchaser who suif er damage
a riglit of action for breacli of condition separate and
net~ froni a breacli of warranty. A condition and a war-
y are alike obligations under a contract, a breacli of
h entitles the other contracting party to damagQs, but lin
case of a. breacli of a condition lie lias the option of
he and higher remedy, viz., that o! treatiung the con-


