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referred to a number of cases which tourisel Rrgue sustain the
Plaintiff's right to recover on the facts alleged, and which may bc
classified es follows : (r) Cases in which the owvner of land has
miade or permitted a dangerous exci.vati,)n, embankmerit, or the
like, so near a publie highway as ta injure one ini the rightfiil use
thereof. The principle which underlies this class of cases is, as
we have scen, that the owner of land is required ta so usne it as io
nut iniperil the lite or property of atiother, and they are therefore
not atithority in case at bar. (2) Cases in which the defendant
had negligently left exposed dangerous tnachineryv lakl to attract
children, and resulting in their injury. Illustrativ'e of this class,
which constitute a recognized exception to the rule, are the
so.called " turn-table cases." (3) Cases wvhere the plaintiff was

* injured while upon the deféndint's prernises hy invitation of the
latter, and where the tiegligence eonsists in a failure to keep such
premises in a reasonably safe condition. But in no ca,;e cited
hÀ: a -o~v been allowed on a state of facts substan .ially like

i.. those alleged in thepetition under consideration.-Cent.Law Jour.

A 'NDOIZ's RGTTRIcNv-Few clauses cati be found
in anv orditiarvý set of conditions of sale which art! nowv better
kno%% t than the clause enabling the vendor tc annul the sale if
the purchaser insists upon an\ objection or requisition as to titie,
conveyance, or otherwise which the vendor is unable or unwillinig
to remove or cornply with. It wvas flot always so well known,
and it lias flot becoine a conimon forrn aniong convevancers with-
out sonie reservations. Mr. lustice Pearson, indved, regarded
the clause with inuch diafavour, and especially such portion of it
as enabled the v'endor to rescind iiîstea-d of complving with a

requisitiori as to conveyance mnade by the purchaser. - I regret
exceedingly to bear," said bis lordship, " that it is now a com-
mon practice to insert a condition providing that if the purchaser
shahl insist on ans' objection or requisition as to the convevance
which the vendor shall be unable or unwilliuig to rernove or coin-
ply with, the vendor shall be nt liberty I.o rescind the contract for
sale " (Hardman v. Child, 54 Law J. Rep. Chanc. 695 ; L. R.
28 Chanc. Div. 712), and his lordship added that lie thoigt

Z ~ such a stipulation inight be proper only when trustees were sell-
ing and wished to provide against the purchaser requiring tl-ie
vendors ta obtain the concurrence -)f the beneficiaries. The con-


