
TH1E ON TARIO1 WEEKL Y NOTES.

gage was mnade in pursuance of the Short Forms Act, and con-
tained the power of sale provided for therein, but did flot contain
a power enabling a sale to be made without notice. The mort-
gage als,-o provided that no purcliaser under the powers of ,ale
theremn contained should bc bound to inquire into the suffieciecy ,
or regularity of the notice given or into the legality or regularity
of any such sale or to see to the application of the purchias;e.
money.

The learned Judge said that he could flot bring his mind to
the conclusion that a Court might be of opinion that a person
receiving the notice of sale could not have notice that the mort-
gagie intended to, proceed to seli the mortgaged premises. The
mnortgaged premises were a part of the land actually describedA
ini the notice; andi the vendor was entitled to, rely on the provision
of th mi iortgaýge, relieving purchasers from inquiry as to the suf-
ficiency or reguilaýrity\ of the notice gîven or of a sale thereunder.

Thei purchaser uirged that the registration of the notice was,
undeir sec. 75 of the Re(gistry Act, 1.S.0. 1914 ch. 124, notice to
himi of the miisducscription or defect. The Act says that regis-
tration shail be notice of the instrument. The notice of sale wvas

reitrdon lot 6, and to anybody looking at the abstract was a
notice of sale affecting lot 6, plan 165. To give effect tu the

venor' obectonit must be held that the registratîin -,as
notice that the rvgistered notice of sale did not affect lot 6, plan
165.

Referencev to Abeli v-. 'Morrison (1890), 19 O.R. 669, 676.
In the caeat Lar, the lcarned Judge feit that he could not,

as a conclusion of law, say that the purchaser from the inortgage
had actual notice that the mortgagee was not regularly or legally
exercising the power of saeso as, to deprive him of the protection
of thef pro)vision of the miortgage re-lievi-ng hini from inquiry.

Re-ference to Diekevr v. \ingerstein (1876), 3 Ch. D. 600; Life
linterest and Rversionaîry Secrii- Corporation v. Iland-in-
Hland Fire and Life, Isurance Society, 18981 2 Ch. 230; Camipbell

v. Imperial Loani Co. (1908), 18 ýMan, R. 144.
l>roof of thIe registrnition of t he notice is not in itself not ice of

eve(ry imperfection or slip) In the instrument, so as to take a'w11
flipotcto afforded by the express agreement of the parties
fi the 11nortgtgeý.

Tiii obtheir qusinraised on t1c ap)plication was as to the
suficincyof certlain foreclosuire p)roceedings. A mortgage *%as

muade b)»y FannY ( ., t he registered ownei(r of t he propert 'y, and lier
hus4band; buit the husbhand wals not joinied as, a dfnntin tIe


