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sTEN, J., in a written judgment, said that the action was
ton behaif of the inbers of an oil syndicate, who wvere

ders of certain oi-leases on lands in the township of 'Mosa,
r.the agreemxent in'question they gave the defendant ain
for the purchase of the lewses and other property owned hy
as described in the aigreement (exhibit 1>.
E!defeudant contended that the agreemient was unenforceable
e fouuded on mnisrepresentations, and, iu the alternativýe,
relaimned for darrages for deceit. lu regard to this -otiten-
be learned JudIge finds as a fact that the defeudant did not
inito the coutract relying on the repreetations ir(et

to the production of the oil-wells upon the property, bujt
ter into it relying on the inspection mnade by hùinseif, and


