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Vendor and Purchaser-Agreement for Sale of Land-
Objection to--Building Restridtion-Covenant-Burde-n on
Declaration on Application uer Vendors and Purchasern
Motion on behalf of the purchser, under the Vendors v
chasers Act, to have it declared that the vendor has not
good titie to land which he lias agreed to convey. ThE
wa.a heard i the. Weely Court, Ottawa. LEiiNox, J., i i
judgment, said that it was stated that Octavius Somn
umder whom the. vendor claimed, had covenanted -with hi
that lie o*r bis asg would not at any time erect on tii
building to cost less that a certain swn or value. A coç
deed or covenant was not put ini, but cou-nsel appeared
agreement as to its ternis, and this was the substance of1
learned Judge was not told whether the. covenant i
was a link in the. chain of a building scheine, or whether
ville's veudor retained la.nd out of which this lot was e,
Iots adjoining or i the. neighbouniiood, or wiiether otlie
thie saine locality 1usd been sold on similar covenants. Tiie
being presented i this bald way, the. learned Judge could
that the. vendor had sheurn a titie that ought to b. foroed
unwillhing purchaser. Tiie requisition directed to this<
1usd not, i the learned Ju¶lge's opinion, been answered
Honeywell, for the purchaser. E. P. Gleeson, for the. ven
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