
VENDOR AND PURCHASER.

simple elderly wutman, bad been defi-aud-
ed out of such lands. Limereoux y.
Vaughan (1913>, 25 0. W. R. 880; 5
0. W. N. 978.

VENDOR AND PUROHASEP.

Action for dama geas-Purchase o!
inters t in western lands - Evideac--
Damages - Measgure 01.1 - LÀennox, J.,
1.eld, that the measure of damages lu an
action for damages for falae and frauda-
lent representatione by which the plain-
tifse were iuduced to purchase an Inter-
est In certain lands was the difference
belween the priee pald and the actuel
value of1 euch Interast.-B»tock# v. BouJ
fer, 47 8. C. R. 440, referred to. Me-
(Jallum v~ Proctor, Armttrong v. Prot.
(1918), 25 0. W. R. 602, 5 0. W. IN.
692.

Action for ffp.eo porte>rmme--
Dsapute a# to înterpretation, of grle-
.sent-Clame of purchaser for more6 I0%
thon vendor willing tao ive--Recseo

bivndo-Evidence - Correspondan ce-
Rightoft purohaser to daim, in alter-
natii,7O-Retufs of depogit-Damage--
£'ot.]-Brltton, J., held, that where
purcliasere reftimed to complete a pur-
chas. of certain lands, elalmlnt that
tbey were, entitled to more land under
the agreement of purchase titan the yen-
dlors were willhlug or able to give, and
asq a requit thereof, the vendors resclnd-
ed the ngreement, the prrhasers wfere
not entltledl to asIc the Court for ope-
-ific pefom ic f the agreement sc-
carlngi to their interpretation andl Iu
tho ailternaitiveý for spe(,ifi(- perfoirmnanie
accordlnz to the venidor's initprpretiltion,
whiilt in the opinion (if the Court Wam
the, proper opinion. Preston v.Lu.

27 Il. 1), 49!7, dliqtlnguiis;hd. iWl ker
Y, .4ky (19131, 25 O. W'. Rl. 3316; 5

Action for speeala performanee--
Ierromfqef e agireement -Porf paveseat
?w mnort gegr-.No prorision air to mode
oir trmet?. of 1poymenit - No clemurrer
Inkrn -- C!oms limtitrd accordingiy.],-
Mefredilh, C1 J.C.P., hrld, that where a
memot(rndumin oif agremeut for the pur-
chaseq of certain lands providedi that part
'if 1heý Ipaylnenpt 0nly 'Vwas to1 hie iu cash,
"tiheblac to lie arriinged hy' mort-

Lraie Sbearin4 !; per ceýnt. interest." the
armetW:ns uunfo)rceale as no pro-

vision iis made for the modev or tinie
of liayitenrt nf quch monrtiigg.-Rey-
woldm v. FoVcer. 23 O. W. R. 9.3,. fol-
lpoAd - Thait as4 this de-fence ehould
haveJ hoi-n rns n a question of law

ou the pleadings, the costs of such a
proceedîng only shouid be allowed to
defendant, Stevens v. Moritz <1913),
25 O. W. R. 453; 5 O, W. N. 421.

Action for spocille Performailce-
Objections to titie - Clause allow'ing
rescission in case of uaw-ilingness or
inability to remove-Tender of conveui-
ance--Non-acceptance - Termina tion Of
agreemen t - Damages--Costs-Dismî8sai
o! actîon.]-Kelly, J., held, that where a
contract for the sale of certain lands
provided that if the purchaser made ob-
jections to title which the vendor should
be unwilliug or unable to remove, the
agreement sbould be nuil and void. and
objections were made which the vendor
was unable to remove, but where neyer-
theleme he made a tender of a signed
conveyauce which was uot accepted,
that the agreemeut was at an end and
the purchamer could not ask for specifie
performance. Fine v. Cresgh ton (1913>
25 0. W. R. 6M; 5 0. W.'N. 677.

Action t. roscind - Agreement-

lrp y purchaser - Acis of wate-
Certiftfe bu solicitor as fo good title
-Former vendor and purckaser appli-

cation-Order flot issued-Yew f act-
Digmissal of action.] - Falconbridge,
C.J.K.B., held, that wbere purchamers
of certain lands had entered imrmedi-
ately upon the execution of the pur-
clisse agreement, as agreed, and gad
committed acts of waste, and where
thair solicitors who algo acted for the
vendors had certlfied tu a good titie,
they c<mld not afterwards rescind the
contract tipon the ground that the titl.
wam defective. MeNiven V. Pigoft (1913),
25 0. W. R. 871 ; 5 0. W. N. '921.

ApplicationL by vasidor for de-
claration that titl. satinfaotory-
Further evidesce - Discharge of mort-
gage-Cosfs.1-Lennox. J.. keld, In an
application under the Vendors aud Pur-
clissers Act that the vendor,$ subject to
the obtaininy of certain further docu-
ments and evideuce, had made a good
titUe. Re Wilson and Ilofland (1913,
25e O. W. R. 693; 5 0. W. N. 768.

Oontrot -gale of Alberta lands-
Alleged mitrepresentatfion of agent -
Opportunif g of inspection, by purchaser
-Vaine andi quality of land-Evidence
-alure of adtion -Foreign commis-.
siion-CIogts of.]-RBritton, J., dismlÎssed
an action brouglit for damages for al-
legedl antrue representations mnade bydte-
fendants to plaintiffs on a sale 'bv the
former to the latter of certain Aiberta
landis.-cobie V. 'Wallace, 24 0. W. R.
r,11, distlnguished.-WÎIsOf v. Suburbain


