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old, of a death intestate, is 
vendor and purchaser.
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no^ufficknt év^dehceof" Ae <L as between 

Sutherland v. Schultz •

,he purchaser drscovered that t demandc(1 a rttU,„ of
land. H= then gave noticc of resc = , , Aftc^ard, the
hisdeposit. Zfcti.Thalhewas eni ^ should be rétumed, and 
vendor agreed that a portion vendor .. fumishing salisfac-
th= purchaser prom.sed to rePaJ . d a(terwards the purchaser
tory title" to the property. Twen y J Mcanwhik the
'commenced this action fo, the Kturnsucc=ed=d in 
vendor had used due d.ligence t P That purchaser

■ doing so seven days after the tss <he wnt.^ e„gra(ted
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deposit. Robertson v. Dumble •
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ages.—In an action by a purchaforlsale, where dam- 
tract re.pecting lands, inteuded .o bc h d by on ,cc011nt

^t° is” rZJedforl purpose of assessiug the damages. 

Boultbee v. Shore
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