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only an equitable intereet, sud engages to seli notbing mors than sueh
an interest.

In Cole v. 0imsa <1912: Man,. K.B.>, 1 D.L.R. 127, an agreement
for the sale of lands in Saskatchewan provided for a transfer under the.
$bLk. Real Pri)perty Act, or for a deed without covenants other than au
against incumbrances, and also provided that the purchaser "accepted
the titie of the vendor, ftnd should inot be entitoti to cal] for the produci,
tion of any abstract of titie, or proof or evidençe of title, or any deodis,
papers, or documents rclating to the property, other than those which.
were thun ini the possession of the vendor." Beforo the completion of
the sale, a caveat w'%s filed by a third party againet the land. Held,
that the purchaser nias flot entitled to demarid a transfer free f rom this.
caveat, for whieb the vendor was in no way responsible.

4. Stipulations clrcumacrlbing the purchaerem right to make inquiriea
or requisitions tii respczct of the titi.. Generaly.-The substance of'
another type of restrictive stipulations is that the purçhaser
shall not make inquiries or requisitions with regard to certain
specified matters which affect the quality of the titie.

lu some of the cases in which these stipulations were con-
sidered, the onl.y points diseussed were, the extent to which, the.
mianner in which, or the tirne within Nyhich, the vendor was
bound to coniply with the purchaser'a demnands for information
concerning the titie.

In Ogilvie v. Pol jambe (1817>, 3 Mer. 53, one of the conditions of a
i;ale of leasehold property was that the title was ta "ioriginate and bc de-
rived f rom the lease under wvhich the promises were held by the vendor,
and that the puirohiaser should not ba entitled to cail for the production of,
or inquire into, the title of the ieseor." Grant, M.R., heid that the vendor
wOB not bound to show the titl. of the ]essor, and decreed specifle per-
forniance of the oontract by the purchaser. A reference was dlrected as
to whethor the vendor could niake good titie under the lease. In Sugden,
on Vendors andi Purchasers, i4th ed,, p. W4, tae mile said ta bo deduible
frein this case is stated thus: "If a purchaser having full notice that he-
la not toD expeot a titie beyfond a limiteti pericd caucludes an agreement
Mrw purcaias, he will bc heid to have waived his right. Thin is by matter
of notice, and not of contract."

In South v. Hutt (1837>, 2 My- & Cr. 207, by two of the. conditions of
the sale of an estate w'hich was sold in lots it was stipuiated (1) that the
vendor should deliver an abstract -if the titie to the purchaser, but that,
as; to a certain specified parcel of the estate, which liad been acquired
under an award by inclosure commissioners, he should net be bound to.
sh,3w any title thereto prier to the award; and (2) that the vendor shouid
deliver up to the purchaser of the groaiter part in value of the estate alh


