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véndor laiew, É. B. Wu4 ised ile fo simple, and that a vendor in noti

énititled to say that the purchaser shall assume that whi ch vendor knowal
not to bri trie. The. oase waa treated as one whlch did not involve any
want Of gOoL, but meroly an erroneous representation a to a part of the
facto. Brëtt, L.3., saJd. "If the condition of sale had been in conteat b.-
fof e a coiurt of comnion lam', under the old state of the law, the pur-
asez, wuld have had everything -ho was entitled to, and could flot have

asked ior moïe; but 1 think that the authorities show that, in court of
equlty, re4uirement or insistence that a certain state ci things éhall b.
assunmed doos by implication contain an assertion that no facts are known
to the persona who requiro it whlch would make that assu.nption a wrong
onie according to the facto." Cotton, L.J., said: "A titis was ehewn to the
puirchaser in aceordance with the conditions of sale, but, on niaking in-
quirios as to mnatters which were open to, hini under those conditions as
te the titIe %hewn, h.e ascertained a faet which he contended raised a
don-bt as to the titis boing in accordance with whist xvas stated in the
conditions of sale, and he required further information; that ie to Bay,
he required the vendor to make a further abstract of titis, or to have a
furthcr investigation of tithe to chear up the doubt. If the purchaser la
net concluded by the conditions of sale, it muet b. admitted that he ie
entitled to further Information and further investigation of titi. than that
which h.e bas ahready got. Ne haa not got snob a titis as the court can
force upon hlm. ". .I take it that the conditions of sale muet ho
fair, and for the purposes of the present case, .1 think oe niay iay down
this,-that in conditions of sale thers muet not iie inade any representa-
tion or condition which cati mislead the purchaser as te the facto withinî
the knowiedge of the vendor, and that the vendor ig flot at liberty to
require the purchaser to assume as the root of hie titi. that wlîich docu-
mente in hie possession îhew flot to be the fact, even though thoes docu-
mente may show a perfectly good titi. on another ground,"

In Nashe v. Wocl.rson (1855 :Ch.).) 62 L.T.N.S. 49, an agreement for the
sale cf leasehold property etated that it was let for n terni cf flfty yeare
from a speciflod date. One of the conditions of the sale was that the
titie should commence with two specifled undericases, and thint the pur-
chaser should zeot eall for the production of, or investigate, or enake any
objection or requisition respeeting the tithe prior to the underleases on
any ground whatever, by mwhatever means suph ground cf objection or
requisition shoalxd come te hie knowhsdge. Four years aiter the completion
of the sale, the fnef. that third persona elaimed interesta ini tiie property
adverse toi a riglit whieh the underleasea purported te confer upon hlm
was brought te hie notice through a statement in one cf the partieulare of
an onction sale whiolh had been ordered by.the court in a certain suit.
Hol4, by North, J., that, as the statement in the contraet to the effeet that
the property was held for a terni of 1f fty.years was untrue, the purehaser was
net bound te complete the sale. The standpoint of the learned judge as ln-
dieaied by the foihowlng remarks: "If the vendor said, I amowner in fee et
the property and thon added a condition, 'the purehaser shahl accept my titie,
and shall not go behind the conveyance f rom me to him, or ask any question,


