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of Friendly Societies, the mortgaged property in question was
included ini the "properties of whieh the society are ini possession
as mortgagors." The society having been ordered to be wound
up, the mortgagor olaimed to be entitled to the. awbplus rent i
the hands of the society. This dlaim wus baaed on the ground
that the society were trustes of the fund and therefore the
Mtatute of Limitations 37-88 Viet. c. 57, s. 7 (see 10 Edw. VII.
o. 34, a. 20 (Ont.') did flot apply. But vieJ., held that, flot.
withstanding the fori of the inortgage, as creating a trust, it
was in fact only a mortgage and the Statute of Limitations as
inl the case of other mortgages began to run as against the mort-
gagor from the time the mortgagees went into possession in
1887, and as the plaintiffs could flot recover the land, neither
could they recover the surplus rents. He also sald that the an-nual statutory accounts above referred to were not acknowledg-
mentp of the xnortgagor'a titie. The learned Judge calis at-
tention to thla following statement in Fisher on Mortgages, 5th
ed., a. 1404: Time will flot run in the ease of a common mort-
gage until the day oi redemption bas arrived; for the mortgagor
cannot redeem before that day: Brou'n v. Cole, 14 Sim. 627",
anmd points out that the time, according to the statuts s. 7, be-
gins to run from the time a xnortgagor entera into possession,
which may in somne cases be before the day fired for redemption.

LicENsiN~G AcT-'-" SEOOND opprNCE."

The King v. Ju~stices of South Sh9ields (1911> 2 K.B. 1.
This ceue is deserving of a brief notice for the fact that a judicial
interpretation is given therein to the meaning of the word.
"second offénce" in a Licensing Act. The' Court of Crimninal

.Appeal, Lord Alverstone, C.J., ai. ARidley, and Channeil, Mt.
came to the'eonclusion that the expression mneans a second or
subsequent offence committed after a previoua c-onviction and
does not mean -a second offence in point of time merely.


