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au agreemient of purchase which provided that in default of
payment of any instairnent of the purchase money, the vendor
should be at liberty ta determine and put an end to the agree-
ment . .. and to retain any aura or auras paid thereunder
as and by way of liquidated damages, by serving a notice inti-
mnting an intention to determine ,he agreement, and that, at
the end of thirty days f rom the mailing 'ir delivery of sueh
notice if such defau]t 8houl,ý nôt be remedied in the meantime,
the purchaser should deliver up quiet and peaceable possession

of the land to the vendor or his agent, and the agreement should
j become void and be at an end and ail riglits and interests thereby
ïï created or then existing in favour of the purchaser or derivcd

under the agreemuent should thereupon cease and determine antd
the premises should revert to and revest in the vendor without
any further declaration of forfeiture or notice or act or re-entry

A-1 and without any otfler act by the vendor to be performed and
without any suit or legal proceedings to bc brouglit or taken and
without any righit an the part of the purchaser to any compensa-
tion for moneys paid under the agreement. The agreement also
eontained the clause: "Tinie shail bc in cvery respect of tho
essence of this xigreeinent."

Jleid, that a notice served upon the defendant by the vendorN'
assignee, after defaffit iii paymient, that "the said agreement
ils herebýy deterxniwied and put an end to and unless sueh defanit
shall bc reniedied by you within thirty days . you shall
thcn be required to deliver up quiet and peaceful possession of
the said lands and preinises and' said agreement shall be abso-
lutely nuil and void and ail rights, etc., (following the wording
of the clause quoted)," was not in aceordance with the ternis of
the power and was therefore ineff-ectual to put an end to cr deter-
mine the agreement or to entitle the vetidor's msignee to an
order of the court for possession of the land.

Such .owers of reý8ission must be strietly followed a.nd
their exorcise ils subject te rigorous scrutiny ln a court of equit),
just as in cases of notices under powers of sale lu mortgages.

Id ', f arther, that, even if the notive served had been worded
P in strict accord with the power in the agreemnent, the latter Shoulâ

be treated as iu the nature o? a penalty against which the courts
will relieve, Ln re i>a.genhani Dock~ Co., LII. 8 Ch. 1022, and
<'arawall v, Ilenson (1900) 2 Ch. 298 followed.

Semble, the plaintiffs' reniedy would be to commence an action
in the nature of a forelosure to get the contraet cancelled ýy
dleerce of the court upon defau!t after a time to ble flxed by the
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