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mortgagees. Farwvell, Jheld that the defendants, having a legal
titie to the shares, hâd an hiplied power of sale after a reasonable

tirne, and that a reasoriable titue for paymerit had been given
before the sale ini question to,.k place. The defendants, having

to the shares, were ordered to pay the costs clown to the timne they
abandoned that uetènce, the other costs of the action the plainiiff
%vas ordered to pay.

DIJILDINO SOOIETY-INFANi<-MOITGAGE 13Y INFANT TO SECURE LcAN TO PU'R-

Y/tl4rsion v. A'o/inghami Perm. Bui/ding Socety (1901) r Ch.
88, was an action brought by the plaintiff to set aside a mnortgagece
made by her to the defenclants on the ground that she was an
infant when she made i t, and that under the Infants' Relief Act,
1874 (,37 & 38 Vict., c. 42), it ivas voud. It appeared that the~
p1PntP9' had applied to the defendants to borrow'> money to pur-
chase land and to complete certain buildings on it. The appli
cation %vas granted, the money lent, thc land purchased and thne
mortgage in question. given to the defenclants tu secure their
advance Joyce, J., (his first appearance, by the wvay, in the re-
ports as a judge) held that even if the plaintiff was not enabled by
the Building Societies Act to n-ake the mortgage, a point which
he diii not determîne, it %vas nevertheless clear that tlhe purchase
of the land and the giving of the mnortgage w~as aIl one transaction,
and it was imnpossible for lier ta retain the land free fromi the
defendants' charge therein for the purchase money therefor
advancedt by thern, and he dismissed the action, giving the defend-
ants leave ta add their costs to their îecurity.

VERDOR AND PUROHA8ER-CONDITIONS OF SAI8-IITAKE IN CONDITIONS

VESIALLY COIRfECTFI) 11 AU CTIONER - CONîIPNSA-fliN - SPECIrIC PEIP-

ht re Jiarte & O'2lore (1901) r Ch. 93, wvas an application
under the Vendors' and Purchasers' Act. Tvo parcels eacliconsist-M
ing of several houses were offered for sale. The houses in parcel
A being described as similar to those in parcel B. The purchaser
inspected a house in parcel B, and âubsequently attended the sale
and purchased parcel A> on the faith as he said of the description
that they were simitar to tiose iii parcel 1B, whereas it turned (ut


