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MU> CANADA LAW JOU]kNAL.

'VENDcE AND) PuBRRASER-CoNmTIA-TTLE-ASTAcn sHOW-
INQ OUMTR OP TRUE OWNER IN 1874---Possss8oi Trr'LE-
Txixz FORCE!) ON PURCHASER.

Ire Âtkinson &~ Horsel (1912) 1 Ch. 2 was an application
urider the Vendors and Purchasers Act. By the eontract it wua
agreed that the abstract of titie wus to comnmence with a gn'neral
devise in the will of a testator who died in 184, and whose
seisin was to b. presumed. The. vendor in fact derived titi.
from a person who had in 1874 ousted the true owner, under a
mutuel mistake as to the effect of the will, the person ousted
being under no disabiiity. Possession had since been held under
the titie so acquired for 37 years. The. fact that the titie was
possessory was not realized at the date of the eontract. [n these
oircumstances Eady, J., heid that a good titie had been Îhewn
whie.h could bê, forced on- the purehaser, On the part of the
purel4aser it was claimed that a titl3 dependent on the Statute
of Limitations could not be foreed on a purchaser, but the
learned JLldge held that position was untenable.

SOLCIOR-C0TS-C~ARoNGOP.oER-PROPEWRY RECOVERE!) OR
PnEEvxD-SoLCITORs ACT', 1860 (23-24 VICT. C. 127), s,
28--(R.S.O. c. 324, s. 21>.

Inre Cockrell's Estate (1912) 1 Ch. 23. In this case the
Court of Appeai (Cozens-Hardy, M.R., and Moulton, and Far-
well, L.JJ.) nas afflrmed the- decision of Neville, J. (1911), 2
Ch. 318 (noted ante, vol. 47, p. 694), agreeing with him that the
granting of a charging order is a inatter of discretion, and that
the discretion had been rightly exercisedl in refusing the order,
iDasmu2-h as it appeared tint the cosa iu respect of which it wua
claimed had already been in effect liquidatedl by being ordered to
be set off againet a debt due by the client to the estate in ques-
tion.

'WJLL-SPECIFic LEGACY-DEPiNiTE NuMBEn op sHARus BELoNo-
ING TO TESTATOR AT DATE OP' WILL-SUBSEQUENT SIJB-DIVISION
0F BIEÂRBS-.WILL FPEÂKING PROM DEATH--CONTRAnUY INTEN-
TioN-ADEmpTioN-WLs ACT, 1837 (1 Vicrr. c. 26), s.
24-(10 EDw. VIL. c. 57 (ONT.), s. 27 (1)).

In re Clifford, Mallam v. MoFie (1912) 1 Ch. 29. A testator
by will dated in 1909, bequeathed " 23 of the shares belonging
to mne in the London and County Banking Co.'" At tint time
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