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,giatration. Even if the mortgagor retain possession of the
rient there may bie a delivery.
'erence to Halsbury's Laws of England, vol. 10, p). 4o3,
'25; Exton v. Scott (183), 6 Sim. 31; Fletcher v., Fletcher
4 tiare 67; In re Way's Trusts (1864), 2 De G. J. & S. 36,7;

ia1d v. -McDonald (1880), 44 1J.C.R. 291; Ziwicker v.
r (1899), 29 S.C.R. 527; Norton on Deeds (1906), p. 13

Armour on Tities, 2nd ed., pp. 336-9; Anning v. Anning
38 O.L.R. 277, 286, 293.
mnortgage shoulci be declared a valid one and a security

consideration named therein and inteerat as stated; and
intiff should have judgment for $3,963.96, with interest, as
1, and costs.
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ion by the vendor for speciflo performance of an agreement
sale and purchase of land.

action was trieci without a jury at Toronto.
ley Denison, IKO., for the plaintiff.
iuger, for the defendant.

E, J., ini a writtent jucigment, said that a land company was
incr of a block of land lying north of St. Clair avenue.
h thus land Arlington avenue runa north from St. Clair

The land conipany conveyed the lot ini question and
lot Wo the plaintifl'a predecessors in titie, by a deed exe-

y the grantees, bearing date the 24th July, 1914, anfi duly
,d, which contained a covenant in the worda followmng:
pintent that the burden of these covenants slhaîl run with

idj, the. grantees, for themaselvea, their heirs, executors,
,trators, aud assigna, do hereby covenant and agree with
ator, its successors and assigna, that (except with the.
consent of the grantor) the said landsa shail be used for no
urpose than as a site for private residences Wo b. built of

ikor stone and to be set back froma the street Uine of'


