Easement/Notice/Block and Lot Exception to Examining Outside Chain of Title: Two adjacent parcels were owned by X. X conveyed one parcel in 1947 and gave the purchaser an easement over an existing footpath that affected the remaining parcel. The deed and all subsequent deeds for the dominant parcel recited the easement. X conveyed the remaining parcel in 1995 and all deeds in that chain fail to mention the easement. Plaintiff owns the first parcel and sued for access to the easement based upon the express easement and alternatively, based upon easement by implication.  Defendant owns the servient parcel and moved to dismiss the case based upon notice. The Supreme Court, Kings County, dismissed the action for express easement but denied with respect to easement by implication. Both parties appealed. The Second Dept. sustained and in the process, reminded the parties that there is an exception to the rule (not applicable in this case however) that a purchaser need not search outside the chain of title…”The plaintiffs incorrectly contend that the defendant must be charged with record notice of the easement despite the fact that it does not appear in the defendant's chain of title. A ’purchaser is not normally required to search outside the chain of title,' and is not chargeable with constructive notice of conveyances recorded outside of that purchaser's direct chain of title’ (Witter v Taggart, 78 NY2d 234, 239, quoting Doyle v Lazarro, 33 AD2d 142, 144, affd 33 NY2d 981. Nevertheless, an important exception to this rule applies in counties where a ‘block and lot’ indexing system is used, since the block and lot system ‘enables the title searcher readily to find all conveyances within a given time frame which affect a particular parcel of land…". Farrell v Sitaras, 2005 NY Slip Op 07486, Appellate Division, Second Department, October 11, 2005 
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