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ENGLISH CASES.

EDITORIAL RE VIE W 0F CURRENT ENGLISH
DECISIONS.

(Registered in accordance with the Copyright A ct.>

STATUTE 0F LIMITATIONS-MORTGAGF OF REVERSIONARV INTEREST IN PRO-
CEDS OF SALE 0F LAND)-COVFN.PNT IN MORTGAGE DEED-" MONEY

CHARGED ON LAND" - REAL PROPERTY LIMITATION ACT 1874 (37 & 38
X'zcr., C. 57) S. 8-(R.S.O. C. 133, S. 23.)

,Kirk/aind v. Peatfield (1903), 1 K.B. 756, is another case
foUjowing Su/ton v. SUuoPt, 22 Ch. D. 51 1, and Re Frisbi' (1899),
43 Ch. D. 156, in which the English Courts have placed a
different construction to that of our Ontario Courts on correspond-
ing section., of the Real Property Limitation Act. In Eng]land,
as in Ontario, the ordinary period of limitation for bringing an
action on a covenant is twentv vears. In England, as iii Ontario,

the period of limitation for bringing actions to recover money
charged on land xvas shortened iii England to twelve and in
Ontario to ten years. In England it has been held that the
shortencd pcriod of limitation applies to actions on covenants for
the paymnent of mnIRy securecl on land. I n Ontario,, on the other
hand, it lias been held that the shortened perîod merely applies to
actions t(> recover money out of landl, but flot to the personal
reinedy on the covenant, îvhich is stili twenty' %,cars wvhether the
moncy payable under the covenant bc charged on land or not:
see A//an v. Mcl7taZisz, 2 A R. 278 ;Bilie v. O'Loaii,, 3 A.R. 167
McMa/wn v. Spence, 1,3 A.R. 430. In the present case it ivas
conten(led that the previous decisions did not apply because the
mortgagc la whiclh the covenant w~as contained wvas a mortgage of
a reversionary interest ini the proceeds of land (lirecte(l to bc sold,
and %vas therefor a mortgage of personalty. Wright, J., however,
held that the mortgage was in effect a mo(rtga,,e of lanid, anti that
the twelve-y'ear limitation applied, and the fact that thc mortgage
was of a reversionary interest made no difference.

OORPORATION-ÇONTRACT NOT VNDRR SF.A.I".XRCt'Tt.D CtINSIDEBRATION-
CONTRACT TO PAY IMrLIRD PRON ACCEI'TANCE OF BENKFIT.

Laz.tfir(l v. Thte Bi//ericay C'u'sd/ ( 1903), 1 K.13., 772, is one of
that class of cases which determines that a corporation inay iii


