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flot liable on the ground of deceit. neither could hie be miade liable on the
grotund of breach of duv arraflty. or estoppel, and they reversed the decision of
North, J, who lhad giveii jtudgiient against the~ defendant. The Court of Appeal
disciàss ver% fully honw far- trestces are under rmny obligation to furriish such
informnatîin and conte to the conclusion that they arc uinder no such obiigation,
either to their ctsiii que triest liiimself or to aiy one clairnifn under hirn. They
also discuss tîie question as to wvheri an vstoppel arises 1w virtue of a representa.
tron. alld poin;t out that it is onilv where a paruv can claini that the facts shall bf j
hehi to be tria' as thev arte reprosented that that doctrine can be invoked. In the
prestcrit case,. te hold t he tlt'fcndant to the represvtutatieni that there wvere the
inctitribran:ces. whil ieî hoa bt imenitiozîed , woîrld flot assist the plai ntiffis, be-
cauisV lit, had( fot riiade( tht' îît'gative Jitrun .at there wvere no others.

.-

cases, CiSO inï .14,%. lecilie 5 ;- 374, C'ook v. je. C. Ihiek, 2o G, il andc
Doininion SfI<wi1Ig' Ivivmestmcmr Sicicty v. Ki(iridge, 2.j G r. 6,jt rimav bie refmrred

tas showirîg Ilo an (-tstml)C uîpi ay arise kv vi; ture ofa rvprvstiri The result h
of the' law lis laid down kv t le ioîrt of Appeal is (i) that a trustue is untder rio

'x obliga tion to g-iv' ani rilto at ail as tt> inctirnbrarîces on the interestS
' of his cetuiU que trusi 2 thait if he tloes givt' infortivition lie is nlot liable for arv al

negligenit risrtepresentattiot rmade bk, liinî, jrrovided lie bas nuit rniade it fraudu. Il
-et iwt h intention to uleceieno is lie bound 1w it as a w., rrantv wh'ere therr'

isn crtact nier initention te contract . (,j that nio estoppel arises tuless the
statenieut mnade Is so clear and wnarubiguoeus as to prevent the person ruaking it ail
front sf t ing rip the true statu' of farts; e.g.. if the i efendant in this case had said n
thert' were nio iricurnibraricts on the interest ilf his ces/ni que truw except those he
mentiotied, lie rnight have bieei t'stopped frorn setting ip the corntrarv ,bat the
defeuîtanCs letters beinl, arîîbigîîous and beirîg consistent Nvith the fact that tire
incunibrarces lie mentionied wvere II lie. kniew of, or remnemhered, tio estoppel
collid aniie E'Stoppci, as IoeL'J., exp-iis, is nmerelv' a rule of evidence, and
no action for dainages car ibe ftinuied on it. amnd an estoppel Cali orîlv arise where F
the language is chicr and iiiatiiligtiotis: and, as Kav, Lj., Observes, the doctrine
of estoppel cloes iot aphvy te an action of deceit because '' in sticb an action the r

plaintiff relies. not on the trtb of the statenient, but upon its faIselhood ; and he t
is bound to prove flot onlh' that the i'epreLienrtation w~as tintrue. but also that it l
"vas niade framdilentlv." CI,

(le

In A very> v. Wooed (1891, .ý Ch. 115, the Court of Appeal determined that ' mi

where ani action is disinissed witb '' ftuhl costs " pursuatit to the ternis of a l
statutte authorizing - full costs il to be a warded, thc costs ar(ý to be taxed iii the tI
ordinary waY betweeri party and rat.S 4 47 41. b

sol
RE AI. Il Rorri, i.-R n iN i i'H-oN Aeti, 1874 (37 & .38 VICI'-, C. 57), S. 8 (..,c iS. 2~)8 t'TO rel'

let re Davis, Evans Mi :re 01891). 1,Ch. iI9t is a decision \vhich we have
aiready referred te, (see mille 1p. 3 14). As Nve have aiready stated, tire Court of * n


