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I rould llke to go on record as stating
my firm conviction that the elimination of
slum conditions in this country is a vital
element in national defense. People who

' lir" in brokcn-down, unhealthful homes and

run-down, unwholesome neighborhoods cannot
possibly give their .best to the country.
Bad environment injures both mora.l,e and

physique.

Hon. Vincent F. Harrington of Iowa
ln the House of RcPresentatives'
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of the Beconstruction Finance Mortgage Company'
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DECISIONS

CONSTITUTIO}IA.I 1A1[ - VORTGAGXS - DEtr'ICIE}'TCY JUDC,{di]NfS
(Getfert vs. National City Sank of New York, ---U. S.---
Apri.L 28, 194-1)

$ir- a.c t 1 in ifilelbe_ anlof pt--qI-A- -e9{ip-}CgcJ-.ijleg s--n t 
-qpg 

n
!n e._fpgegl9-slirc_-9 f _-?,-tr19_L!egg-e j s_c o n s t I t ut i o 4al e.v en a s
to a inortgage executecl prior to the d-ate of enactnent.
This is onI.-;' true, however. where tLre mortEagee b'+ys th!

Ihis action vas brought by respond.ent to foreclose a mortgage macle
in Decer,rt,er 1932" .A,t that tiire section 1033 of the llew York Civil Prac-
tice.Act provid.ed. that the ar.nou-nt of the d.eficiency jud€ment was to be
measured. by the residue of thr: o.ebt remainlng unsatisfied after a sale of
the mortgaged" property and. the application of the proceed.s pursuant to the
d-irections contained. in the jr:flginent. In Iecember a foreclosure sale was
had. of the nortgaged. property and. respond.ent I s nouinee purchased. the pro-
pert17 for $4,000 leaving a deficiency of $tO ,l.62.12. ffi.en respondent
sought to have the sale confizmed. the petitioner took exceptions and nad.e
a crossi notion to have the court fix the value of the property for the
purpose of d.etermining the amount of the d.eficiency judgment on the
grountl that the sale price was inequitable and unconscionable. In April
1938, a ner'r section 1083 took effect which provid.ed- in substance that the
eourt in d.eternining the anount of a d.efj.cienty jud.6pent shou1d., on ap-
propriate notion, rrd-etermine upon affid.avit or otherwise as it shalI
d"irect, the fair and- reasonable market value of the mortgaged. premisesrl
and shoul-d. d.educt from the a,nount of the debt the [market value as deter-
nined by the court or the sa,]r: price of the property vhichever shal1 be
the highcr.rr The right to recovcr any d"eficiency is mad.e tlepend-ent on
the ma.l<ing of such a motion. The cr:urt dcnied. petitionerts cross-motion,
and d.irected. entry for a d.eficiency judgment of $16 ,6t2.L2. The jufu-
ment of the .Airpellate Division, which d.enied. respond.ent a d.eficiency
ju-d.gment because it had not mad.e a motion for one und.er the new secti.on
1083, rvas reversed b;r the Court of Appeals shich held" that the nevr sec-
tion 1OB3 as applied. to rnortgage contracts p:'eviously mad.e violated. the
contra,ct clause of the led.eral Constitutlon,

The Cou.rt of Ai:peals stated. that the rf,easure of a d.eflciency und.er
the nelr section 1083 is in substanee th-e sajle as tirat prescribed. by the
New York norator;r deficiency jufument act, which was sustained. by the
u. s. suprene court in Ilcneyman v. Jaeobs, 306 u. s, sgg. The court of
.Appeals sta,ted., however, tirat the new section is not ad"dressed to a d.e-
clared. public emergcncy a:rd is unrestricted. ln its application. It held.
that the new section 1083 courd. not be apalied. to mortgage contracts
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previousLy mad.e without vlolation of the conlracl clause of the Fed.erai
Constitution. Ihe Supreme Court of the United. States took a d.ifferent
view (only in the case where the application of the statute applied. to
situation where the mortgagee purchased. the property at a foreclosuro
sal.e) and. in reversing the idew York Court of Appeals said.:

rrlhe fornoula which a legisIaturo may ad.opt for d.etermining
the amoirnt of a d.eficienc;' jud.gment is not fixed. antl in-
variable. That which exists at the d.ate of the executlon
of the mortgage does not becone so embed.d.ed in the contract
between the parties that it canuot be constitutionaLly
altered., As this Court said. in Pome Build.ing & Loan Assn.
v. 3Laisd.eIl, 290 U. S. 398, 435, lNot only are existing
laws read. into contraets in ord.er to fix obligations as
between the pa,rties, the reservation of essential attri-
butes of sovereigr. power is aLso read. into contracts as a,

pestulate of the 1egal ord"er.r And. see Yoell"er v. Neilston
Warehouse Co., 312 U. S. --, lt is that rererved legisla-
tive power with which we are here conceriied.

rrEhe control of Jud.icia-l sales of realty by courts of equity
a.nd. by iegislatrrres in ord.er to prevent sacrificia-r" prices
has a long history. **+r .And. it is quite uniforml:,r ihe rr:Ie
in this couatry, as in Eng1and., that shile equity ivil1 not
set asid.e a sale for mere lnad.eo,uacy of priee, it will ilo so
if the inad.equacy is so'great aJ to shoclc the conscience or
if there are ad.d.itional circr:mstances against its fairness,
such as ehilled bid.d"ing. Cocks v, Izatd,, 7 I{aI1 559; Gra.ffan
v. Surgess, supra; 3aIIe:rtyne v. Smith, 2OS tJ. S. 285. Beyond.
that a nr:mber of states by statute have endeavored. to prevent
property golng for a song at judicial sa1es. Provisions that
the property shall not be sold at less than a d-esignated. per-
cei:tage of its appraised. va1ue, and. requirements that a stated.
percentage of the appraised. value above the sales priee must
be cred.ited. on the d"ebt are ilLustrative. 3 Jones, Mortgages
(Atii ea. 1928) sections 1695 et seq.; 2 Sonbright, Valuaiion
of property, pages 839 et soq.

****

lrMortga.gees are constltutionally-entitlod. to no nore than pay-
meat in fuIl. Hone;yman v. Jacobs, supra. [hey cani:.ot be hea:rd.
to complr-rin on const.ltutlon.ril ground.s if the legisiature takes
steps t<.r see to it t)ra.t they get no more tha:r'ohat. .As we have
seen, eq,-.ity l,riII in'lerveno in inclivid.rrai ca:r;s wire::e it is pal-
pably apparent that gross unfairness is irurincnt. lfrat ls the
Iaw of New York. 284 N. T. 13, 20. .And. see Fisher v. I{ersey,

cHcT4f2

No. !L IOUSIN0 IEOAI DIGBST _..-_- trfev ].94.1 - 2



?B i\T. l. 387. 3ut there is no constitutional reason why in
lieu of the aore restricted control by a court of equity the
legislatrrre cannot substituto a uniforlo comprehensive rule
d.esigned to reduce or to avoitl in the run of cases the chance
that the nortgagee will be paid more than once. Cf. Suring
State 3a;rk v. Giese, 210 Wis. 489. Certainly uncler this sta-
tute it cannot be saitL that nore than that was atteuptedl. ****
Eo hold- that mortga€;ees are entitled. untler the contract clause
to retain the ad.va^ntages of a forced sale would. be to dignify
into a constitutionally protectod property right their chance
to g;et more than the amount of their contracts. IloueSnoan v.
Jacobs, supr&. The contraet clause d"oes not protect such a
str;ltegical, proced.ural- ad.vantage.

llln conclusion, the statute in question, like the one invoLved.
in Riclr-mond. Ii6ortgage & L,oan Corp. v. trlachovia Sank & Trust Co.,
supra, p. 130, lcannot fairly be seitl to d.o more than restrict
the aortgagee to that for which he contracted, narnely, pagment
in fu1l.l Here, as in thatcase, the obligation of the nortga-
geels contract is recognized; tho statute d.oes no nore than
limit rthat right so as to prevent his obtaining nore than bls
due. I Id., p. 130. Eo be sure, the mortgagee retainetl in that
case aa alternative rennedy while in the instant oae the Court
of .Appeals has saitl that und.er Ner York law there remained. no
alternative remed.y rsubstantiall;r coextensiver with that which
had. beea removed.. 3ut it is clear fron Eoneyman v. Hanan, 502 .i'

U. S. 375, that a requiremont that the right to a cleficiency
jud.gnent shoultl be d.etermined. in the foreclosure proceeding or
that a nortgagee is not entitled, to a d.eficiency ju,rgment unless
he iooves for one raises no substantial federal question. As
stated by this Court in that case (302 U. S. at p. 5?8), the
tr'ed.eral Constitution does not prevent the states fron d.eter-
mining, on due notice and. optrrcrtunity to be heard., rby wlat
process Iega1 rights may be asserted. or legaI obligations I

enforced-. The principles of those cases are applicabLe here.
The fact that an emergency was not deelared to exist when this
statute was passed. d.oes not bring within the p:rotective scope
of the contract glause rights rvhich were d.enied. such protec-
tion in EoneSrnan v. Jacobs, supra. See llome Building & I'oan
.Association. v. 31aisd.el1, supra.rr

(Ed. .dote. For a sirnilar hold.ing in a l{ichigan case clecitled.
on March 11, lga"!, b)t the Suprene Co'r:rt of Michigan, seo
Guard.ian Depositors Corporation v. Povrers, 296 I{. W. 675. A
It{ichigan statute sirrilar to the atove New York Statute was in-
volved.. fhe Michigan court, in clecid.ing the case as lt did,
heLcl, as rlid the U. S. Suprene Court, that the application of
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b:r a neti tion for e
gente.{ to a, d.eceaq-qq__€er:q_AlLs_-adeipr s

194"1

Ohlo Probato con-
trator filins a netition

ral Court was

the statute appL1ed. to a situation. where the mortgagee pur-
chased. the nroperty at a foreclosure sale. )

COT]RTS - 3A}TTRUPTCY
(Chapman v. tr'ed.eral Land. Sank of Louisville, Ky., 11? tr'. 2d
521,- C. C. A. 6th)
nhere*a-r,ieb!*-qt--ae!ga1-bs--e+elg'ed ' -i.t cs4g-!.-!s.-{e-sqrcg!e4--

rmd.er section 75 of the S.q.nkruptey Act, the I'ed.e
'poyrer to afford. the estate of the d.ebt-

eral statutes
r may amend a peti-

!.iqa-_B4cr_bela_!ji-e*. ep!r!e_.*e.djtr_d.qqqlrl4k$fp_!_.9139l-q.ection 75s _

-e_v.e.I1--!h9ush.jn_thq J-Llqge.l_g_._9."plt_fqn.,_49-_eJ-f,er"_was- maLe.=lf the
deb t !t -ye1_qir_g 991"q_I e--" c 9 trued" as an offer in gooct fzritli for
CxlSA-sIgn _a4d .qgqtlgjr!jgq._Und,gr.*Sgb3gq!_rogs--:1l-q_r-qf_Escjion-_
75.

Ihe court stated.:

tllhese two farmcr-d.ebtor proceed.ings und.er Section 75 of Chapter
WII of the National Sankruptcy Act, 11 U.S.C.A. See. 2O3, were filed
sinultaneorrsly in the Distrlct Court on Jul"y 18, 1938. In case no. B4OO,
George Bronson Chapman, Er,dministrator of his d.eceased. wife, Martha If.
Chapman, and. in case No. 8?2O, the husband" ind.lvi-d.ual.1y and. his two
sons, as heirs at law of their doceased. mother, were the petitioners.
***ll

tt 't**,t(

llOn September 2?, 1938, a few d.qys after these motlons were filed.,
the d.ebtorsl petitions were anended. to seek the benefits provid.ed. in
sub-section s of section 75 of the Sanknrptcy Act. Ihe Distriet Judge
ordered. i^mmed.iately in each case that action on the petitlon for ad.judl-
cation und"er Section 75, sub. s, be stayed. pend.ing cl-ecision on the no-
tions to d.i.smiss; and. on October 10, 1938, the jud.ge referred. hea,ring
of ovid.ence on the motions to thll Supervisi.ng Concil.atipn Commissioner
for the District, with d.irection. that the na:ned official report to the
court his find.ings and. recomnend.ations. Sone six rrnd- a half months
later, the Conclliation Commissioner filetl his report,. recomnend.ing
d.enial of relief to the d.ebtors uncler Section ?5, sub. s, on the basis
of his fact findings that (f) 'the d"ebtors d.id not make offers of com-
position or extensiott to their cred.itors 'vhich wero quitable and" feas-
ible from the stand.point of the secured. cred.ltors, nor were the proposed.

cHC 74.02
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plans to the bcst interr:sts of all cred.itors,r and that (Z)
were rvithout reasonabLe hope of rehabitj.tating themselvesl
visions of the Aci;,

Ithe d.ebtors
und.er the pro-

lrOn J'ul.y 29, 1939, in each case the District Jud-ge entered. an ord.er
overruling objections to the farmer-d.ebtors and. fuI1y approving the re-
port.of the Conciliation Commissioner.'t'*'l'

rrfhe ti,zo case s ira,vc lreen consolid.aterl for hearing on appeal. In
case jiib. 8400, the administrator unqu.estionably perfected. his a.ppeal
seasoriabl.y; but in case }i-o. 8720, the petitioners took no steps to'rard.
roview u-util Febr,.:-eir.'ir 28, 1940, when theyfiled. in the District Court a
potition for rehearingl grountLed. on tliree decisions of the Sup::eme Court
announcecl sincc tl:e entry of the ord.er of d.ismissar.I. John Hancock Mu-
tuefl l,ife Insurance Co. v. 3ai'teIs, 308 U.S. L80, 60 S. Ct. 22L, 84 1,.
Ed.. 176; Gray v. Union Joint Stocl.: Land.3ank, liO8 U. S. 5%,60 S. Ct.
29L, 84 L. lilcl. 44,3; lfioryisoii v. I'ed.era,l La^nd- 3ank, 308 U. S. 524, 60 S.
Ct. 292, 293, 84 l. 8d.., ,L{,3,t|

** x**

rrlhe tru"e test ]:as been stsrtcd clea.rly by the Suprerno Corrt in a
very recent case , Borrrrnan v. T,opereno , 61 S. Ct. 20I , 20ii, 85 L . Ed.---,
d.ecid.ed. Decenber 9, I!,4O: tTlre filing of an r"rntimely petition for rehear-
ing r,vhich is not entertained. or consid.ered. on j.ts merits, or a motion for
leave to file suclr a petition out of time, if not acted" on or: if d.enied
by the tlial coul't, cilnnot operate to extenrl the time for appeal . :{r**lr

Concerr'.ing the allowing of relief und.er seetion 75 s, the court
went on to say:

r"Ihey point out that in Ohio t}:.e real estate of an intestg.te
d.escencls to his Iega1 heirs, subject only to the right of the ad.minis-
t::ator to sell the land for tae pa;ment of d.ebts a,nd" that the heirs are
entitled. to possession and. rents until the a.ctual- sale of the J.and. by
tire arlalinistrator (Overturf v. Dugan, 29 Ohio St. ZfO); that an Ohio
adninj.strator is not even t:errrlitted. to invest fund.s belonging to a d.ece-
d.entts estate in land (CHio General Code, Sec, 10506-41); and. that an
administrator cannot directly, or ind.irectly, pu::chase any property of
an estate lrjrninlste.r'ed. by him. (piatt v. iongworthrs Devisees et aI.,
27 Olrio St. 159; Caldwel-l v. CEilrlr.re.Ll, 45 Oirio St. 5L2, 15 N. I. 29?),tt

* +**,lr

tt(lut) The Ohio statute invests the ?::obate Court vrlth authority to
permit an a<iministrator tc continue the d.eceCentls business for such time,
in ad.dition to an a1lotted. one nonth, as the court may auttrorize. Ohio
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General Cod.e, Sec 10509-9. lhe Probabe Court has sweeping statutory au-
thority rto d.irect and. control the conrluct 'r*{' of executors and. adninis-
trators. t Ohio Gener,al Code, Sec. 10501-53. rr

** *t( *

lr *** Once the Ohio Probate Court gave its consent that the adroinis-
trator mig;ht file his petition under Section 75, which he d.id in conform-
ity with General- Order 50(9), lL U.6.C..4, following section 53, the
fed.eral court was grauted. tliereby plenary 'power: to afford. the estate of
the d.ebtor all remod.ies which in its ,ju.d.gment the federal statutos a-1low.rl

*+** *

rrThese d.ocisions definiteLy ,lecree the rig.ht of a, farmer-d.ebtor, who
has falled. to obtain in i:roceedings rrrd.er strbsect:ons a to r, requisite
acceptance of his composi.tlon or e:;teusion proposaJ-, to amend. his peti-
tion, be ad"jud.ged. a, ba.rrrrupt pursrrant to subsection s, and have his
property rights protectecl b;r }'ederal Court sui.rervision thereund.er.rr.
(Citing John Eancock lr,utual life Insurance Co. v. Sarte1s, .S-!.Le,, Gray
v. Union Join.t Stock land. Sank of Detroit, sllora, Ii(orrison v. }'ed.eral
Land. 3ank, oupra. )

*rr***

rlSubsection r, inmed.iately preced"ing subsection s, defines the word.
lfarmerl to includ.e lthe personal representative of a d.ecoased. farmer.l

rrSebsection s expressly gives to any farmer who fails to effectuate
a composition or extension a6lreement with his cred.itors the right to
amend. his petition and. be ad.jud.ged. a bankrupt.

rrlhe District Judge d-enied. the appellant as personal- representative
of the d.eceased. farmer thls valuable statutory right. In this, vre think
there was manifest error. Accord.ingly, in case ITo. 8400, the District
Court is d.irected. to set asid.c its ord.er of JuIy 29, 1939, reinstate this
proceod.ing and permit the administrator of tho d.eceased" farmer-d.ebtor to
proceed. to obtain the reliof prqyed" in his amond"ed petition filed. Septem-
her 2?, 1938, pursuant to Section ?5, subsection s,. of the National
Sankruptcy Act.

Ittr'or reasons heretofore given, the a1:peaL in case No. BZ2O is d.is-
m1ssecl. ll
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E[,trNEl{T loMAr-J
(Housing Authority of i,Tev Orle,:ns v. irlerritt et al
200 So. 3I1)

---La. --- ,

fhe Horrsing .Au"thority of New Orl.eans expropriated. a parccl of land.
and a church build-lng thcreon, thc'property of the Oricntal Baptist
Chtr.rch in the City of New Orleans to carry out a housing project.

ljre Suprene Court of Louisiana held. that r,vhere unincorporated-
church, r,uhich. reta.jned. services of pastor, but orned no property, was
mergr:rd with j.nco::uc,rated church ornring property, whose charter provid.ed.
for gove::ri.nent by }oard. to t,e elected. every fivs Jrears antl by pastor as
ex officio presidont, frurcls a,',vard"ed. for expropriatlon of church pro-
perty rrere properly pa.id. to cnrch througtr former pastor of unincorpo-
rated. church, .,.,,to, since Derplol', had managerL affairs of merged. church
anrl ::Eised, moneJr to rroet pa""7-lronts on mortgage on church property, as
agai,nst clain of group whosc conflicting tcstimony failed" to establish
that thcy constituted. thc entile nembership ancl off:.cors of church.

(tn-Be Housing Arrthority of City of ltreryark, Court of Irrors and.
Appeals, id, J., l.? .4. 2d 812)
14_941nea-L4Ouarp plqcgerlings, there is no cons,titutional rieht
to n it:r'v tri sr'l

The Housing.&uthority of the City of Newark, New Jersey, made ap-
plication for the elp-i:olntment of' cornmissionerl; to condenn property
belongin6l to Julia M. R;irrin and others. The Commissioners were appoin-
terl and held. a hearing arrd. rad.c an a';rard- of $I-S,OO0. The Housing
Authority appealed to the Cireuit Court, Issex County, which tried. the
issue of d.aroages before a str''rck jury, and" from a judgment entered. on
an awarrl. of $7,015 by tire jur;r. Julia L{. Ryan and others appealr:d..

The Court of Errors and" Appeals of lrl-ew Jerscy affirmed. the judg-
ment of the circ'uit court ,and. held.

(f ) I:a a procced-i"ng for the; ascertainment of compensation for the
taking of p::ivate property by vir.tue of the power of eminent d.omain,
there i-s no constitr:tiona,I riglrt of trial by jury.

(Z) In a proceed-inp; for the taking of tand. for public use ',yhereit is sought to prove the val:;.e of other land.s sircilar in character,
for purposes of com'l:arison, mere offers to seIl , ',,nether oral or written,
not bind-inrll on tire nrosi;ective nurchaser, are not competent as evid.ence
of the valire of srrch otix:r lancls.
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(g) In a proceed.ing for tho taking of vacant land for oubltc use,
expert evid"ence of the vaJ-ue of other vacant Land. sinilarly sltuated. is
reLevant; but where such other 1and" is improved. by buil-d,ings, and the
value of the land. alone is sought to be shown by a process of subtract-
ing bulld,ing vaJ.ue from total vaIue, it is not lega1 error to refuse to
receive such evid.enco.

lllRncrp_lrgr - BJ,.EgDlNq - INi,xR,!lI, - gc3],E-narloN.
(Joe f. lla,cketb, et aI. vs. IICLC, Court of .Appea1s of Kentucky.
Decid-ed. in tlnril, 1941)
4n .An sw e r d _e ny i n*l jbaL.Ae_U:or !$ln e.U t c_lla0_!e-gLps rg_g x qe!!-J&.
peruedg*evejg"9_q_ Ur pe!;._!io :1 bq!_-fp.il i ri.E to allege other pa-lr-
nce.q!S_g4-q u!tS_ !o . ir_ql{I!pg. raised. t,Iiere is no
obliEa!i_o:tj)_r.._Lqrg_c-l:_qiae-.,r*or!gAge_e*._!g_elp}e"ig-sqflrg5!-of calcrr:-
IAb:LnE int.Ciest..-_jr:$r,te-..q9_[i"_ha9U.g_!eqi4e-g,LAlq(L.due-_-It_ re- ..

U1gflS__&&__Uotu.f-!Eg:erLd"!4"{__E!,rb-s_e.-q}9li_t__s.S-ell_:,rs,IIpin!_-,1uri4g_pen-._
4e4g)a-og-I9r: sru'e su-it.

lhe follorrlr:'[ tu an opinlon of t,he Court of Appeals of KentuclEy in
an HOIrC foz'ecLosure suit:

rrThe appellee, Hone Ownersl Lorur Cortroration, fiIcd this actioir
against the appellants, Joe P. Tackctt and. his rvife, seeking ju;lgment
on a notc for $2,C9?.?1 ald- the enforceme::.t of a mortgage by u'hich the
note was secured. Ihe note was payable i:: uoathtry installments of
$fO.Sg and the nortgage contained. a precipitation elause provid.ing that
in default of pap:nent of any install-ment for a period. of ninety d-ays
the hold.er mi,ght declare the entire d.ebt d"ue. Certain pa,;ments were
alleged. to have been mad.e, leaving installments nore than ninety d.ays
overd.ue and. the entire d.ebt was d.eclarod. to be d.ue. It was also
a11e6:ed. tha.t HOLC had. paid. out $46.56 in insurance premtums for ln-
surance it was entitLed. to take out pursuernt to the terrns of the mort-
gage and. jud.gaent was sought for this amount a1so.

It.Appellants answered. claiming the cred.its sho,:ld- be $39?.E9, some-
vrhat nore than the cred.its set out in the petition. They further
aL1eged. that HOLC had. inc,:rrectly oaiculated. interest and. d.enied. that
they should. be charged with the $+0.S0 insurance premiun since they had-
kept the nroperty insured, and. paid. the pre::aiun themselves.

'THOLC d.emu-rred. to the ansr'/er and. this d.emurrer was sustained. to
all paragraphs except that paragraph denying the nropriety of the
$+O.SA insurance prenir:m paid b3' HOLC.

cHC ?402
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ttAfter the action was filed the property 
"orr""ed. 

b;r the roortgage was
d.a,raaged- by fire and appol.lants agreed. on a settlenent with thc insur'-
ance company by whicl:- $ttrA was paid to HOIC to be credited on the noto.

rrAfter the payment of the insurance money HOIC flIed. amend-ed- peti-
tion setting orr.t its paynent as a cretlit and, also cred"iting appellants
with othel paSments aggregating $392.89, the e:;act a.nount claimed. by
appellants in their ilnswer. 3y this amendnent jud.gment was sought for
the principal arnorrnt of the mortgage note r-rith interest a.t five per
cerit fror,r d.ate, tho inte::ost rate provid.ed. in the note, subject to the
ci'ed,its, af1d. fol tl:e insrirance prcmium.

llSy amend"ed. airswer rrppell;rnts d.eniod" that none of the insta,llnents
hati-'been paid. exc.:,,rt tirose payuents set out in the amen,led. petition but
falIed. to aIlege arr.y otirer pa.prents than those with which th.ey were
c::oditod. - a d.enial" which, of cour:se, a.uounte,L to nothing. [hcy d-so
d.eniccl that paynicnts vrcre iu dc;fault rnore than ninety d.ays anrl d,onied.
that thc ba,.'l-ancc d.ue on the no:'tgagc rras as aIIege.d. by IiOlC. [his rvas
also a denial erucunting to no;hing as it uas a mere conclusion of Ia'r -
und-en:-ed. a,li.egations of facts showorl that pay:nents were more tha;r ninety
d.ays overdue. By the secontj- par&firarh the;r put in issr.ro i{OL0ls right to
char'ge the:: rith the it,.surance protr.it-,.m ancl by the thirrl para.graph they
clai:ned" cred.ti for the $I38, irrsrtrance money, for which they ha.d" been
giveit cred.it in the a'nend.ed. p.-:tition. Demumer wes sustained- to the
answel: as a.r,end.ed- and. judg:;ren.'; was rend.ered. for,-;2,097.?I , the face of
the note, with interest at five per eent f:'om its date, Deceroirer 7,
1934, sub"iect to the creclits set out in the a;neriieC petition - this
judg.ient d.id not inc-l.ud.e ttre $.i6.56 insura:rce prr::ni,.m. Ene lien of the
mortgirge was ord.ered eni'lorced., Ehe propertSr ';ys.s ftrIy sold. by the Com-
missioner aJrd. report of sale :iilled. a,nd. confirmed riithout oxceptions;
d.ee,i:ras cxecuted. to HOI,C, tho purcha.ser. On this appcal it is con-
tcnd.ed" by appella:rts the.t error was couaitted. in sustaining the denurrer
aird- in d"en;.ring them an ol:ortur:ity to plca'- frrrtirer. It is also con-
tend.+d thilt tht: papncnt cf thc $I38 :.nsure;r.cc monrJr to i{01,C aftcr the
action ras filed. cleprivcd. it of the rigirt to continue to aval1 itsclf
of thc precipitation clause in the nortga.gc.

rrln insisting tha.t the demi'rrer r-as iio;:,roperl.y sustained. appellants
ai'e -oroceed-ing on the theor;' that an issue ',vas mad"e by the a;:.swer and.
that it u'al; tite dtr.t;'r of HOLC to expS-ain its ,r:ethod, of ca,lculgti1g; in-
terest. In this tliere is no r,rerit. Ihe u.nend.ed. petj.tlo:: merel;r sought
jud-grrernt for the ir;rount ot'tho note rith five per cent interest fron
its d.ate, a,s lr'cvided" iri the note. This amount'.ras a&rritted- by the
allslrer and lrr crec"i-*s vere clai'ned. exeept those given by the petition
as arncnd-ed.' liio 1s;stre:ras raised. by the arls-.-rer and there,i/as no obli-
gation on I]OLC to e^plain the mcthod of ca,l-crr"lating lntercst - the law
itserf prescribed. ti:e prorler nethod of interest calcuLation. the

9
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petition as emended contained a.Il" that was necessary for the entry of a
valid- jud.gment. An issue was raised. as to the insuranee premium of
$+e.S6 but jud.gment nas not taken for th.is item so it passed out of the
picture. [he juri.pent as entered',vas for the exact a,ioount due and owing
by appellants and. the a,mount admittedly due and orring by the plead.ings.

rllhe complaint that no opportunity to p1ea,d. furthor .,vas given is
without merit sinco the jud.gment recites that appellants failcd. to pleacL
further rvhen the d.emur::er was sustained. and. the record shows no offer of
an ainentLed. plead.ing.

ilNor is there any morit in the contention that the paymrent of $IfB
after the action was fiIed. deprived- HOiC of its right to rely on the
precipitation clar-ise. Ihe entire amou:lt of the note vas clue by reason
of iIOLCts exercise of the option given it. Ei:e entire amount reuained.
due and. could. onLy be satj.sfied. by iraplent ln fri-l-I in the absence of
e4press agreerrient to the contrar;r - no su-ch agreement ';,'as alleged, Even
after the payrrent of this sun appe-]-lants 17ere i:: d.r:fauit more tha:r ninety
d.ays and" HOLC was eirtitleri. to co::tinue to regar.l tl:e ontire note as due.

rl.&ppellants insist that they zere::ear\r and. rlilling at al-I tiues to
pay the co-.,":'ect amount d.ue, and. thereb:,'save their homc. Thc judgneat nas
for thc covroct arnount d"uc, adnlttcdly du.o b;r the p-tead.ings. A pay:;rent of
the jud.gnent 

'irould. have prevented. the sa1o. Judgmcnt affirmeci.rt

I'ORXCTOSURE SA],8 -
(Viota E. Petoskey
Coulty, trfiichigan.
T'lhere ilronerty conr

CO,iISIi(ATIOlI
, Ad-nrx. et al^l vs. HOIC, Circuit Court, ilay,re
necided in Apri]l-, 1941. )

sists of t',ro lots ::ot occur:ied. as one t:arcel
gach Iot should be sclrl separately at forgclosure sa^Ie. Receipt
!ir--EQI0-qt r:d-emnatioir a.rard. for part oi prOpelty cojrd@ne_C.

re tion
do-e,s_,.1 g f a f &S!-_!bg* fq.re cf a_s_11re-

In a suit to set asid.e a:t HOIC forcclosure tho opi-aion of the court
r,ras as follovsl

lllhis case is before this Court on a notioa by the d-efend.ant to d-is-
miss the amencled. 3i11 of Complaint.

rtlhe Bill of Complaint d.iscicses that tne defer:dant in 1939 commenced.
statutory proceed.ings on a nortgage held by it against property in the
City of Dearborn ormed by the Plaintiff. Und.er these proceed.ings the
Sheriffrs sale was heIC on Decernber 22, 193?, and the rrroperty r-ras of-
fereC. for sale bJ, the Sheriff and purchased. by the Defend-aat a,s inortgagee
in tno parcels, one consisting of the easterly 60 feet of the property
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mortgaged" and the other consisting of the westerly 40 feet thereof. On

each cf said. parcels ts Located. a residenee, tlie one on the 60 foot par-
cel being occupied. and used. at the time of sa.ld. sale and. for some years
past b;r tj:e Plaintiff as a irome and the one on the 40 foot parcel belng
rented. at the ttme of the said. sale and for sone "trears past to tenants.

llPrior to the conmenceuent of said. f<:reclosure proceed"ings, cond.em-
natiolr proeeed.ings were commenced. in the Wayne Circuit Court to take a
strip off the rear of, the mortgaged. property for use as a public aIIey,
in r.'hicir proceed.ings the vertlict roll, avarding as damages the sum of
$eA;.OO for tha'l "rortion of the property taken, Tras filed. on December
22, 1939. Subsequently and during tho period of red.enption on the
aforesaid. uortga4;e foreclosure, the Hone Ownerst Loan Corporation filed.
a motion in sairl cond.emnation rroceedings for the purpose of securing
the palment of the co:rd-emnation. award. to it and, after a hearing thereon,
an ord.er was entered. in sa.ld c{.ise directing the pagment of the arvard. to
the 5o:,ie Owners I Loan Corpore i;.Lon, the same to be apolied. as a creclit on
the p::incipal of the amount c1ue.

rrOn Decernber' 20, 1940 (t'ro d.ays prior to tire expiration of the rc-
d.ernption period- on the aforesaid. rnortgage foreclosure) , the original
3i]1 of Complaint in the princ-i.pa1 case was fiIed., setting forth all
of the aforesaid. facts and. pra;ring that the foreclosure proceed.ings and.
the sheriffrs sale pu-rsuant thereto be set asid.e and. d.eclared" void., for
the reason that the property shoulC not have been divid.ed and" sold- as
two sel:arate parcels at said. sale and because of the accept..r.nce by the
Iione Ownersl loan Corpora.tion, Curing the red-emption period,, of the con-
d.emnation award.

rr.A motion to d.ismiss said. original 3i11of Comnlaint on the gz'ound-
that it d.id. not state facts sufficient to constitute a cause of actlon
or eni;ltle the p1.:intiff to tire relief sou.,ght beciru.se it failed to set
forth any d.anage to the lllainti.ff by the reii,son of the alleged. facts
was filed. by the d-efend-a:lt and., after tlue hearing, this Court on January
22,794L, entered. its ori.er d.rsmissing the SiIl- of Complaint for tbe
rea.sons set J'orth ln the notion unless ti:.e Plaintiff wlthin 5 d.4ys
fil"ed an amend.ed- bill. An aroend.eri. Sill'wa,s duly filed by the plain-
tiff and. the case is again be.fore this court on a motion to dlsmiss
the 3i1I cf Complaint on the sune ground.s as in the previous notion
al.d., on the further gror:.r:.d. thai tire arnend.ments mad-e to the 3il-I of
Compla.int C.j.d. not cure the d-efects found. by the Court to exist in the
origi:ral 3ii1 of Complaint.

rrlhe plaintifi' has specifically set forth in her BilI of Complaint
that at the time of the Sheriffts sale.the:.e Tvere tryo resid"entiaL
buildings on the nortga,3ed. property, one being on the easterl;' 6O

feet thereof and the other being on the westerly 40 feet thereof and.,
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and", further, that at t}-rat t'ime and. for many years past one of said.
houses was occupied- by the plaintiff as her homo and. that the other was
rented. to tcnants.

Itsectioa t4431, C. L. of L929, (lriieh. Stat. .Ann. Sec. 2?.122?) ',,hich
governs Statutory tr'oreclosure Sales provid"ed as follows:

lrtlf the mortgagod. premises consist of d.istinct farns, tracts, or
lots not occupiod. as one parcel, thc1r shall be soLd. separately, ancl no
more farns, tracts, or lots shaJ.l be so1d. than shaLl be necessal'Jt to
satlsfy the anount due on such mortgage at the d-ate of the notice of
saIe, with interest and. the costs and expenses alloveC" by Larr but if
d.istinct lots be occupied. as one parcel, the;r oay in such case be so1d.
together.r

rrThis statute is for the benefit and. the pro'uection of mortgagors,
and from the filct: as alleged. the roortgaged. proi:erty was property
d.ivid.ed. anrl soLd. in sena,rate parcels at the Sheriff rs sale. The a1le-
gations covoring the use of the r:roperty for some 35 years prior to the
Sheriffls sale and that the property was IeeaIIy sutdivid.ed and. d.es-
cribed. as a single lot have no bearing on the legality of the sa^le, it
being clear from the plaintiffrg own cllegations that at the time of
Sheriffls sale the property vras in fact separately used" and. occupied. as
tuo parcels. Ihe Court cannot accept the Plalntiffrs contention that
the Eome O'lvners t Loan Corporation had. any obligation to ask the Coad.em-
nation Court to d.ivid.e the premises into parcels, for in such proceed-
ings, there is no law ]<no':rn to this Court provid.ing for a d.ivision in
separate parcels of pronerty owned. by one person as in nortgage fore-
cLosure sales. fu:d. in any event the Court is of the opinion that the
plaintiff has faile<i. to allege or d.ernonstrate an;r d.anage resulting to
it by reason of the sale in parcels.

lrThe Court is also of the opinion that the aceeptance of the con-
d.emnatlon award. by the Home O',',ners I T,oan Corporation during the re-
d.emption period" was not in itself ii:consistent ':yith its role as pur-
chaser at the.,,Sheriffls sa1e, for as such purchaser, it rras entitled"
to any award for the taking of al-L or ary part of the property pur-
chased. and. to rrhich it he1d. title und.er tire Sherlff rs Doed. subject tc
the rig'i:ts of red-emption in the mortgagor. In ortLer.ing the amard- ap-
plied. to the principal- drre, the Cond.emnation Court vas oerel-;r protect-
ing the nortgagor in her rlght of red.emption and. was in effect reducing
the amount required. to red-oem by the a^nount of the a,7ard, €md. it is not
claimed. that the lione OlTners I lroan Corporation actual-l;r intend.ed., in
aecepting said. cond.emnation awaril, to upset its previous foreclosure
or reinstate its nortgage.

cEc 7&2

No. 82 IIOUSING I$0II,,DIGES!-* Mqtr 1941 12



rrlt is the opinion of thi.s Court tha,t the A.mend.ed.3iil of Conplaint
fails to set forth sufficicn"t facts to constitute a cause of action or
to e.etitle the Plaintiff to the relief sou,ght, and. fails to set forth
any daina€c to plaintiff by reacon of the faits a11eged., and. the .Amend-
mei:ts n:ade to the ori6;iner,1 tsilI of Complaint fail to oure it of the
d.ifficuLties previously found" by the Court to exist therein. "An ord,er
nay be entered. forthvlth d.isnissing the A::rendeC. 3i11 of Coraplaint.rr

Hll/iESTIAI
T0ri"rrn et aL. v. ,fiI.l-iams, ---FIa. ---, 200 So. 2O?)
L+C*-LoUS-t1j-U!;.pq__og_lhe _$tate ,cf Flgri-d.a_crS+'l-9r_-&ne-stead_
,ej;-gjel-to4l -1-4 _e* _lipLted e;p,urt qf,__Lan0'sr4rtg4 l,y the head. of
a-_€aq_i1y_,_!rd,_j.t._rie.ee*4qt-1_rmi!.3be__e_q!qt-eq_-rn_ repq _!p_shi. th
pXgmplio3g._spply._.$_hq4-esj9-d_axeegt3:A_riqil!._e4rst5lp__an_
eii.ate_,ay__t].e _94t;1 r,ej!n._-Sr ra tofthe xif
vqqship-.in-th1:-_e_a!a!_e__qnd,_FggJ1_exe:qg!i-oA_l1_if ! continue yri:en

llre heexl_o:[ 1i]p*_f_a1qr1,y_be_c_one.s__!hg__se_1-e_-q@Slqll[e__!9pei1_

.sie,I jptere.tit--f o11.qgpg--4]-n4.rc.e--{rps--!hp.-':rte--

[he ccmplainant, claiming a homestead" exenptlon, ha.d. paid- for a 1ot
ani': house (iot U), title bein,3 take:r in the name of his then rrife.
Subseouently, the att,iolning lot (:,ot ff ) .Tas ccnveyed to hin and his
then rifc, i:otir lots beinq oc,:upiecl- and. usecl as a horce by complainant
a;rd. nis fami1.5r. Two judgments we::e obta.lnecr agairrst conplainimt and.
his ti:en '.ryif'e, sale und.er execution i-.einfi enjr:inod. b;r reason of a
honaestead ezenption, Later the complainant and. his wife ,:rere d-ivorced.,
she then conveying the first lot sitt recita.l in the conveyance that
its i:rrpose was to merge her bare lega1 title r.;ith hls equitable olfior-
shlp. She conveyed. ,.':hatever interest she l:ad. in the second lot.

In.effirming a d.ecree for coieplarnant, the S':prene Court of 3lorid.a
said-:

rrThe Constitr:.tio:i limits the horriesteai land area that may be
exeioDted., but it cioes nr:t d.eflne or limit the est.ates in .Land. to r,rhich
hcnestead- exe:rj)tion r.ray ap1:Iy; tirerefore, i.n the absence of controlllng
p:'ovisions or principles of lar-: to the contrary, the exemptlbns a11ow'ed.
b].r section 1, artic-Le 10, may atta.ch to eur;' estate in land o..rned. by the
head. of a i'a:riIy resid.ing in this state, :;irether it is a f::eehold- or
less estate, if tl:e land, d.ces not e:rceed the d-esigrrated. area and- it is
in ferct the fanil;" home place. iiher: the estate or interest of the
ot-/ner in thc homes'i;ead. ia.nd. terminates, the homestead- exempt:.on of
sr-rch o';rner therein. :,ieces:sarj.ly ceases. t i,,{enende: v. Rodriguez, 106
tr'1a. 2I4, text pa,ge 221, L45 So, 223, text pa6;e 226.
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lllhere may be honestead. e::emption righ.ts in estates by the entire-
ties subject to the uifets riglt of survivorship in such estates.i'**

lllThe exenptionsllfron forced. sale und.er process of arly court," of
certain honestead. property rro.l:,ned. bJ' the head. of a fanily reslCing in
this statc,ll have reference to the beneficial interests as o,;raed bJ, the
head. of a faoily in the strecified. classes of property.t Pasco v.
Harley, head.note 9,73 X'1a. 319,75 So. 30, 31. See annotations, 89
.A.LR.526;26 An. ir.37, Sec.58.rr

tt*Jr**

rrEhe above strr,tement froia the reccrd. clearly shows that ?obert R.
ffll.tiams was the beneficial owner of lot 12, ?].ock 1, which had. been
conveJred to his r,vif,e; and that X.obert X., Til}ians had an lnterest in
the title to l,ot 11, Bicck 1, which gave hin a. honestead exenption right
in L,ot 11, subject to the wifets right of survivorship in the 1ot, 'rhen
it v,ras conveyed- to the liusband. and ';rife in 1938 as above stated-. A,fter
the eouple were d.ivorccd., the forner ivife, as a single',rotrBrl , conveyed.
both lots to her for:ner husband.; and as to Lot L2, the conveyance to the
former liusl:a,nd. stated. that ths beneficial ownershil of ti:e grooerty iras
has and no"; bhat of iiis fo:'mer wife to whom rt i.ras col'ive;red. in 1937 , as
above stated-. The conveyance of lot 11 by the fomer ':ife Xs irer d"i-
vorced. husband. gave hin the entire estate in l,ot 1], rlischarged. of any
interesf of the foraner rrife therein. Ihis aad.e Rcbert R. iTillians the
sole o'."mer of the benefrcia,l interest 1n the t:r'o lots, He'ras the head.
of the fanolly living tliereon rith. homestea,d. exenption rights thereln
ivhen tire jutl.gnents vere cbt;rined. in 1938. As Bobert B, .ilIlia;rs oFned.
:.r, benefieial interest rith. hor:estead. exe:ption'rig;irts in both Iots, and.
has, with nenbers of his fanily, oceupied both lots,.as his honestead.r
before and. since said. Judgrrents :zere obtalned., thc sales of such lots
und.er thc .iudpont executlons ?ere proper).y enJoincd. on thc grorrnd. that
the lots constituted. the nomestead- of Robert R. itriil-iams and. ',7ere c:i-
eupt fron forced. sale und.er the constitution of this State.x**rr

INJUNCIIO}I - M]IS.ANCES
6e 31a.iis ef rrx.Tftartell- et a1., Superior Court of Pa.,
18 A. 2d. 4?B)
.Ad.ioiLinE propertv -Qrn3-ts_..rh_o_:El=I__!ejqnagqd._!_2._c__o-pS-LUrc_!ion_in vio lat l_Q a-el a*zrgnl4g_ oI{in@911.}Uc_SUeg_aSgISlEnUsl_ rn__
te rest a s to make.jh en rrl?rop_e_"I-_palt l-q qn jtLa*$qf! - to SAE! sl-.-*
observanee of restriet ions.

It appe4rs that |"he d.efend.ants uad.o a1:plication to the Bureau of
Zoning of Philadelphia for a pernit to eonstruct ar: ad.Cition to the
seeoncl story of the d.efend.antst tuilding, that covered. practicaLlJr all
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of the 144 square feet of space required. to be left open for dwelling
'purposes. Ihe applicati-on was refused" because it violated. the zonlng
ord-inance; sa.id, pl'cperties being in d.lstrict d.esignated as Class .4,
Con::ez'cia1. Ine d-efendants marl-e apolicatidn for a pernlt to excavate
the cell-ar and. l,ld.er,:in the fornd.ation, whlch was granted.. Und-er color
of th:-s lemit the d.efendants proceed.ed. to d.o that which they hari- been
refuseo. a pernit to d.o. tl:eir attention was ,oromptly d.lrected. to the
illegiilit;r of this const':tiction. Ihe proper city authorities ord.ered
tiren to stoi-r ti:e rrnlarrful- work and. rernove ,rha.l5 had" 'lceen so constrrrcted.
lhe plaintlffs bror',ght a bill in equity to enjoin the erection and main-
tene.nce of st.,,cir u-nl-awfi:l strueturo. The City of Phila.Jelphia Liad. a
surrlnor?-s :Lss'rr"ed aga"iir";t tsartel} out of a it{agist:atef s Court to imposo
the none;, oerralty irresc:ibecl 'cy the zoning ord-i.nance foz' its violation.
Iho;nergistrate found. him guilt:/ and. iuposed. thc finc. iIo erppcalcd. to
thc iriu::.rcip;:.1 Ccurt - si.rid- appeal is still peniii.ng;. Defend"a,nts applled
to the Surea'n of Zonlng for a permit au-tho::izlng a variance f:ron the
prcvir;ioi:. of said. orclinl+r:.ce, that r,louid. a.l;o'..,r said- illegaI strr:cture
to rer'rain. Pe:::lit ..ras refrrseC-, The d.efenria.nts appealed. to tlre Soard
of .Aojusturent, rraich refu-sed-;,: grant the variance, ;inC. an appeal
therefron to the comrron rrleas ,:as iismissed. The ccurt entercd. a
d.ecree ni.si in the suit in eg.-:-ity elrjoining the il1ega1 constir:.ction,
and. ord-ering its removai. lhe ne::t C-ay the City fiied. its peti.tioa for
tre removai of the unlawful br:rldlng und-er the s'rrr'.rnary rroceed-ings au-
thorizetl bl. the 3uilaing CoCe. .A, ,Lecree nisi ras ente:'ed in accorC.
vith said" i:etition o:a April 1l-, 1939, :zhich ot Jut-e 22, 1939, vas mad.e
f i-raI.

!i:is resune shcrrs a flagrant and defia::.t attempt o-i the part of d.e-
fead"arts to violate the zoni.ng regulations of the City res'oectii:g the
air space to be l-eft open for d.xeilings, persiet.+C. in nvithcut interlup-
ticn rind. naj-ntaincd. b5' 3n appca,l frcn errer-'r decisicn u-rii:.o1d.ing the
ord-ina;ree. But tl:ey CiLl not .;to'o tfiere. Iirey l|1s1 a,cplied. to CitSr
Cor:ncil for a:r a.ncnCmeni to tne zoning c:'dlnance, speeially changing
the designation of the ncrtheast corier of l-5th .rr.d. Ritner Streets
(:artettts property) fron Class tr.A,rr Ccirnoe:'cial to Ciass rtCrr Comnercial,
v,ririch they thcught ':oi;}d. permit the rnaintenance of the i1.Lega1 struc-
ture they had. been o:.d-e:'ed. to :.enove, ard, by scne means, were able to
secu-re the passage of srrch an or.linance wai-cir beca.roe efleeti*re as of
Septer,rber 2L, 1939, bJ'reason cr'the failu:e of the.Acfing tr(a;r6y 1o
ajrprove or d-isapproze it.

fhe Superior Cou:'t of Penrsyl-vania heLC that ad.joining pronerty
ol7ners vho are o:. '.ril-l Ie damaged. tf,r c,cnstr.uction in vio]-ation of a
zoning orC.ina::ce jiave such a. si:bsta;itial irl,terest in the enforcement
of the zoningl restri-ctions as tc r.lake theraltp::oncr partiesrt in a suit
to ccnpel cbservi:.nce of r.ostrictions and. for inj'urnctive rolief in
equity.
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[he Court frrrther he1d. that an ord.inaace amendlng a zortjng ord.inance
so as tc changt: the d.esignation of dofond.ant f s corner property froia
Class A conrnercial to Class C cornniercial passed. to enal:le d.efend.att to
maintain an ilIega1 addition to the seeond. story of his build.ing in vio-
lation of the zoning regulation respecting a.irs1:a,ces to be left open for
d.rellings whlch defend.ant Lrad. previousl-y been ord.ered. to remove by city
authorities and. by eourt action btr' e'u1r"rr of acljoini.ng properties used.
so1ely for resld"ence purT)oses, ..vas vold as discrj"ni::.atory anrl unreason-
4b1e, and. d.ecree enjoinlng continuatlon of work on sucli ad.d-ition and.
requiring removal of part already coristructerl .,vas proper.

JURISII oIIoN - oIlSlEI rY_pI_-Q].[UUgEEiE - rLc_I]i!_!IocK lai,iQ 3.aI\Ks
(lal-Ias Join-b Stoc-; Land Sank v. .American Eni;Ioyerst Ins. Co.,
Distrlct C-ou.rt. -1I. ll. fqra.,.:, 3i; tr'. S. 92?')

ten.d.ed.
should have a. locai citizenshin statirs, the t)a}la,s Joint St
!@ ea&,.. vrbh. its office anci. pl.ace of busines s in Da11as.
fexas. -ltras-no t a cit izen o{ lexas__eld_!ir.eX-glc-Le-co-U1d-}st_ bri.ne
an aetiopi:t a 3ed.eral *pg31$ -agq!!-s_!_.*.'!{Ar.Sa9:hl5g tts cor-r)orn-
t j. o n !:. _.'q ga q,pj;1._ Et_(ry_e_f s :_!y_o_I_A_t !L?. en5_h iJ..*_ _ .--_

lhe plai.ntiff joint stock land" ban'i; , organized trnder the Fetieral
Sarm Loan Aet, 12 U,S.C..A. Sec 541 et seq., mith its offlce nnd. place
of business in Dallas, Tr-r:ias, on the allegartlon that it:"ras a cltizen
of that state brought suiU in the District Corirt on the elai:n of d.i-
versity of citizenship. ihe ci.efendent, an artificial cttizen of the
State of l,[assachrrsetts, asserted. that plaintiff r,v&s & citizen of tho
United- States by rea.son of its ineorporation und.cr the tr'ed"orn] stltuto,
but that it was not a citizen of a:ry particular state.

lhc court, e:;amin.ing the l,-egislation ostablishlng thc joint stock
1and. banks conparing it nith Iogisl,.,"tion cstabli.shing other banks,
held:

trPlaintiff'also suggests that since the r;ord.ing of subd-ivision iO
of 28 U.S.C. A. Sec. 41, is as follo'rs: rr.A11 national ba,nking associa-
tior:s esta'r;l.rsheC- und.e:: the iaws of the Unitecl States shn1l, for pur-
poses of a-]..i. other .actj.cns b;'or aga.inst bhem, ','o* be <j-eemerL citizens
of the S't,atn:i in ',;hich they are respectivi.;3.y locabed",'r a;rd. si.nce Joint
Stock Land ,l:nks are obviously associations irnd. a.r'e d"esignated. ,banks, t

that they are bani<ing i:,ssociations est:iblished. un,Ler the laws of the
unlted. states, amcL shau eome wlthin the broad. language just o,uotod..It

c$c ?402
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lrlrater on in the same chapter, Section 1021, Title L2 U.S.C..4.,
tirere is a provisiorr for Ied.eral Interned.iate Cred.it Sanlcs. flhere are
to he twelve of sueli institutions. Iiiey have marly of the J\mctions of
iL conuerciat bank which are not permitted. to Joint Stock Land. Ss:rks'
Such 3ed"eral In'bermod.ia.te Cred.lt Banks have been classified. in Sed.eral
Inte::mediate Cred.it Bank of Coluubia v. I{itchel1 , 27? V. S. 213, 4E S.
Ct. 449,72 I. Ed. 854, That case d.efinitely shows that such Inter-
med.iato 3..:rnk is given citizenship:Ln the state in which it operates.
In the rea.soninEs it j.s pointed out that the government owns stock to
the extent of mr.rre than one-half of its eapital, and it, therefore,
comes uncl.er Sectic;r 12 of thc Act of February 13, 19?5, 28 U.S.C.A.
Sec. 42.

rrSrrcir d.ornicj.ling has not been attenpted. by Congress for the bene-
fit of the Joint Stock land" Sank.rf

*****

lr0itation is made to Sanl:ersl Brust ConpanJ' v. Te:<as & Pacifie Rail-
gra;' Co ., 24L 1,.J. S. 395,36 S.'Ct. 569, 60 L. Id.. 1010, r,vhich d-eter-
rained. that the creation of a ccrporatiorr by Congress without clesigna-
tion of its location as fixing its citizenship results in simpJ-y rlaking
it a citizenship of tLre United. States but of no particular state.rl

*****

rlln 1923, cir;le the statute, shown in the same chapter ?, Tit1e 12
U. S. C..4. Sec. 10215, relatinS to Fecleral lntermed.iate Credit Bairks,
vrhich 1:rovid.es that, t.A.nd- for the purposes of jurisd.iction shall be
d"eeire'I a citizen or' the State where it is located.. t fhat provision is
in the sa,uie Act as the provision for the creation of rToint Stock land
Sanks.ll

** ***

lrffe elre d.riven to wond.er why Congr:ess rj-id. not fix the citizenship
of the Joint Stock L,and" Sanlr as it d-:id" tjie intemed.iate Cred_it Bank, in
the same chapter, :if it reall.r'meant that the Joint Stock lancl 3a:d<
should. ha,ve a IocaI citizenship status. Ite must conclud.e that no such
locaI status was interrd.ed..

rrDivers.rty not apperrring, the ca.urie rorrst be d.ismisse;d.. Tiris is
without reference to anl' othel grounrL of jurisd.iction.

llSince the ctbove opi-nion,,yr,is ';rritteu, but nrior to its fil-ing, ti:e
plai:rtiff has frrther cn:rsid.ercd a -r:hrase i:: Ii U.S.C. A., Sec. 8Lf ,
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which provid.es that, rtrlach stockhold.er of any such bank (Joint Stock
Land. Sank) sha1l have the same voting privi.Leges as hold.ers of shares
in national banking associattons,r and. that possibly such language
ind.icatss that Congress d.id- not consicLer a Joint Stock Land. Sank a
national banking associatlon, antL, therefore, asks that the cause be
d.ismissed. r,vithout prejurllce, ';rhich ord.er is oceordingly entered.rl

LA.1{DIORD Al,iD TEiSAI{I - I]{JIINCIIOiII
Tfo1f" ,jt itea Siates gousing [rrthority et a1., Dis-
trlct Court, Western District, New York, 36 tr'ed. Supp. 580)

Ienantsi4_pU!1re_lr_o:rsf ng__ag!I913'ta!S.--plp31q_r!y _4UgJ__@_Ee_r,rithin
its sta.tut r:r liui ts: o:: be evioted..

Xn action was b:'o'u11ht and. motion was nad.c for an injunction pendente
lite to restrain the Unj-tcd. States Housin,g Arrtho: ity and other d.efen-
d-ants from taking procee J.ings to d.ispossess ceri;a,in lessees of rrKen-

field.rr a public housing project.

fhe District Cor:rt for the Ifostern District of New York held. tirat
nhere a puli"ic housing pro;iect was leased. by United. Sta'l;es Housing
Authority to Suffalo L{unicip4l ilousinp; Authorit;,', and. Aul'horit:'ls 3oard.
of d.irectors adopted, resolution that incone l-imit for continued. oceu*
pansy of residents of project should be established at statutor;,r J.init
for apartnent oceupied. by eaeh resid.ent or $1,ZlO per annum, wirichever
was lomer, and. It was not claimed. that ptal"ntiff tenants ln proJect had.
annual iaooues lovor than $1,?S0, plaintiffs nere not entitled. to in-
junetion pand.onte Ilte restrainlng .6.uthorittes flom dlspossessing'p1ain-
tiffs. Uuited. Statres llousing Act of I93?, Sections l, Z, 42 U.S.C.,A.
Soctions 1401, 1402i Public Eousing I,aw N.Y. sections 1 et seq; L56,
subcls.3,4.

I.,,IORTGAGES

(Carpenter & Carpenter, Lnc., v. Kingiram, ---Ilyor-d-, ttO P.
2d, 824)

fhe Supreme Court of trYyoming held- that '.vhere uortgagee who }iad.
tal<en possession of moltgaged. rand. rookerl after the r:roperty after
ind.ebtcdaess to mortgilge rva,s paid., mortgagee was entitlecl to recoive
reasonable compensation for looking afte:: property unl_oss mortg;agee liad.
been negligent or lvas guilty of nismanagement.

cHC 7402
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Q.ID IIARRANIo - &LU-IES - Un'irc.LB!!"_qgEI9B{gI-aI]g
(Ja,ckvon;r v. 3erard., ---R.I.---, 18 ..q.. td 889)

rtificat e of an-
ppj nL[p!]_t_qI_ arUni c ipAl. hp USI Ug_ Au!.hojl-!*o__cogmlSs 1o ne r s 1 s
llconclusive evid.encell of uroper anpointment, there nust
Irr^q!-Aor.e_!een--yg9?Ig.Leg_!*q_which__Cpt-o_j.11 tments cou1d. be

y in the nature of quo rn'ar-
ralltl-o-, JJ19_.I--e&g5:n!q_e_s__mq"y_s}e.Il !_q._S.Uag_llAt-!a11qlqq_*exig!_ed_
E'r--cl.rslarri ns. l h e- b qld-e n-qf- es!.a&l isbrls - !ha! t h e,u--wsrc---
$-1_gq1. Iy;1El-q v e d f rqu_qf, :li-c qs_ !9__ wh i ch _[h qJ_Eg1e Lep:aIIy
t"r.ttitLed-

lhe petitione:'s were appointed eommissioners of the Housiryg .Autho-
ritl" e1'the cit;'of Wooirsocket, pursuant to the prorrisions of Rhod,e
IsIa.nd. General larvs 1938, e. .3,4. Charges of j.nefficiency, neglect of
dut;", and. nisconduct of office were nad.e against then, nnd. at a hearing
he1d. hy the na;ror, he ord.ered. the petitioners removed. and. purported. to
appoint the respoi:.d.ents as co:missioners of the Housing Authority,

[he Rhod.e Island. Supreme Ccu.rt sald.:

rrlt is not seriously,luestioned that in these proceed.ings, being in
equit;r in the nature of quo u;lrranto, the petltioners have the brrrd.en
of establ-ishing that they were iI1egally removed. from their offices and.
that they ale Iegally entitled. thereto. See Mc$z'oarty v. tr'emetti, 56
R. I. 152, 184 A. 5OB. They contend. that there -r7ere no vacancies in
these offices and. that the certificates of appointment of the respon-
d.entr:, as filed by the mayor, Tirero t].ierefore invaliid. and. of no effect.
0rr the other hand, the :"esponrLents contend, that the express provisions
of Sec. 5 of Chap. i54, supra, nake the certificia+"e of appointnent of
arqy conraissioner, as ftied by the maJ,oi., conclusive evid,ence of such
corn:nissioner I s due and. proper appointment .

lll'ilaile the words tconclusive evid.encet do a.poear in the section in
o.'riestion, it is obviou.s that this provision can not be given the Literal
atrd- sn'eeping construction fo:: which the respond.ents arsr.e, r,,ithout de-
feati.ng other exl-rrless:rrovisions of the s'cr,L,-r.te. It is weLl establishe<l
that a stri.tute vrill. be so consL::ued. as to :r:easonably give effect to all
its r:::Dress provisions, if poss:ble.

lrlf the occasion arises vrhen it is a&mitted.Iy lavrful and. pr,cper f,or
the ina;'er to nake appointrients of commi-ssi:neLs, then by the terus of
the riti."tuto ;he certifica.tes are rnacle concfusive evi.d-en.ce of the Iat-
tersr due and propel aplbintxaent. i{owever, in t}re sltuation before us,
it is cleai tLrat there rriurst first have been vacalnoios in the offices
in ouestion, brought about by the proper ald legu1 removal of the
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petitloners, before the res.pond.ents ean rei.y upon the above Trrovision
of tjre statute. The construction contend.ecl for by thero vrould make the
hearing by the rrayor upon charges preferred. a useless formality.
Therefore, the statute in question, starrd"ing alone, is of no aid. to the
respond,ents. the facts and. circrrmstances in evid.ence relating to the
a11eged. removal of the petitioners from office must first be consid.ered,
in ord.er to d.etermine tho correctness of such removal, because upon that
rests entirely the validity of the respondentts alleged. appointments.rl

**** 
'1.

trln petitions in equity in the na.ture of quo warranto, if questions
of fact are invoLved., lve can, and it is our duty, to welgh the evid.ence
!t ** ll

**,r * *

rrWe find. that the netitioners ha,r'e sustaineil tire burd.en of showing
that they nere unla.wfuLl;' and. irairroperl;'remo.red from their offices as
conmissioners of the Tloonsocket iiousing Authot'it;'. In our opinion the
evltlence presented- at the hoa:::ings he1d. by the laayor, in so far as it
relates to '.rili,,,t may be construed. a.s material and subst.l::.tial charges
against the petitioners in conr,ection with tl1e performs,r]ce of their of-
ficial duties, d.id not su.bstantiate such charges and. did. not wav'rant or
justify the petitionersr removal i:y the mayor from their afores:rid.
offices. IIis action in tirat regard" nas, therefore, improper.

ll Such being the case, no vaca,nc), rilas created or existed.'lhich it
was necessary or proper for the nayor tc fill at the time he attempted.
to appotnt the respond,ents. Su.ch appointments yere therefore illegal
and. void.. rr '

qiJ3BASAEIAI
(HOL,C vs. ,Iaroes H. lTilliarrrs, et aI. , Supreme Cou-rt, Queens
County, New York. Decided. ln A.pri1, 1:?41 . )

HOLC is entitled to b e su.b ted. to .Lien of mortgaeo it re-l'o
fugde-(gnd*-Lolien pJ.*tc&es.:::ar"L.{rop-JrA_a.9_e_d.F__o_I__L!s .loan=__

In a foreclosure suit in r,vhich j:lOLC relir:d. on the doctrine of sub-
rogation the facts lrere as follows !

0n January 2, 1923, the property involved. was eonveyed. to rrJames H.
ifllLians and wife.lr .At that time Xva M. l{illiarns was the wife of James
H. I[il].iams. 0n January Z, 1g2g, "Ta.oes H. and. Eva ]{. Willians mort-
gaged tho property to the [itle Guarantee & [r,ust Company. 0n JuIS' 22,
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1933, Eva ]r{. Wil}ians was granted. a iLivorce from Ja,mes H. fli}Iia:ns, anct
on Decenber.3I, 1935, she corrveyed. an undivid"ed. one-half interest in the
property to Josephine T. lange. [his d-eed., however, tras not filecl for
recorrL until April 8, 1936. In the neantiue Jarnes E. ilillians narried.
again, this r'rife being Elsie M. l[ilIians. T]ie above-r,ientioned. uortgage
being in ci.efault and the assignee of the fitle Guarantee & Trust Com-
pa;ry tlrreaftning to foreclose it, Ja.mes II. Williams and. vife, Elsie i'.{.

1'Ti11ir:,ms, on March 10, 1936, got a loan fron HOI'C for the purpose of
refinancing; and saving the property fron foreclcsure. They v'rere living
in the prope::ty'a,t the time. At the closing of the loan the oId. nort-
gaoge to tlr.e litLtl Guarantee & Trust Conpany was released. of record. and.
the ne',r mortgage to HOT,C was record.eiL. [he proceeds of the loan from
IIOIC were used. to rra.y off the oId. mortgage, to pay ta:ces on the proper-
ty and. to d,o sonc need.ed. repi,rirs arrd. recond.itioning work on the property.
Ja;nes H. tfli]1lans yepresenteri to H0lC that Ilsie i'.{. Willia^u'ts uas the
onI;i.,;rife he had. ever had. arrd..:.t the tine HOLC closed. the loan it had.
ito knonledge or notice of the d-eed.:zhich the first wife, Eva l.(. Willj-ams,
had. executed. to Josephine T. Lange.

In the foreclosure suit, Ja.nes H. and. EIsitl L{. ltillia;us, being in
d-efa,ul-t on t]:eir mortgage ind.ebtedness to HOIC, Josephine I. lange
clained. to be the ovner of an und-ivld.ed. one-haIf interest in the pro-.
perty free and. clear of any lien in favor of HOL,C, but thc court ireld.
that IIOLC vas entitled. to be subrogated. to the iien of the old. n:ortgag;e
in favor of Title Guarantee & Trust Conpany rhich r,ras revived" for its
benefit and to the lien of the ta:ies above ;nenti.oned..

T.AX,ABIOI.T -
(Sterte ex :

tr'Ia. ---, ,

OTIAI j,Al[
rerl . Grrrbstein rr. CambeII, Tax Assessor, et aI . , ---
I So. 2d 433)

A citv housinE authorityrs crty used. e:tcLusively for slun

This is a proceed.ing by the State, on tj:e relation of Philip Grub-
stein, fol: a:.rrit of nand-a.nus to i[. H. Ctrmbell asi assessor of tutes for
the Cit;r of lampa, &od- the ilousing A',rthorii;y of such,city, commancling
that lands belongilg to such authorit;r be e.rtered- on the tax rolls a:rd.
assessed. for ta;res.

IIe Sup::eme Court of Floritla. hc:ld. tha.t a city housing authorityls
property, used. exclusive)-y for Loz rent irousin,g and" sluin clearance
purposes, as provid.ed. 1n act creating such authc'r.ity, is exe'nirt from
ta;tartion as hel11 exclus.i.r,'e1y for rrrnut:.icipal lcurposesrr l-rlthin constitu-
tioiral tax e:lemption prr:visions.
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Ehe Court further hel-d. that a city housing arrthorityls property is
not subject to taxation for pa;ment of principal of, a.nd. interest on,
cityls bond.s and" other obligations incurreri. before effec,tive date of
aet e:iempting such authoritiesr properties from taxation as held. ex-
clusively for municipal purposes :rithin constitutional tax exemption
provisions, of ',rhich all purchasers of cityls securities yere put on
notico. .

T.ULATIOI{ - USURY - 3A}II(S Ai{D 3Ai\IKI.IIS
Tltcc"vern vlEEuirl t""d 3";k "f Ti. paur, ---ir{inn---,
2e6 N. I[. 4rc)

[{inir a, mo r + 1 rcvenue
t.Uo fe+eraf Ean{oe4_.-&g-L_-9x_qmplS- no.1!"€:j1rrc-s -tggn_this--!gx,-_
State usury s s_ are inan:r.r1icable bo notes or nortgages
executed" und.er the *Ted.era.l Tarn loan Act.

fhi.s tas.an action b;r p).nintift's to set asid.r: the foreclosure of a
mortgage on their home and. iiave it ad-jurlgerL usurious. Ihe first assign-
mr:nt of erl'or ras that the corlrt erred in refusing to vacate the fore-
closure t,e.,ri,use no registry t,a.:i':as pa.id. upon the mort,:;;,,ge. [he d.efen-
d.ant'.'as or.,.,anizeC and. operates und.er the Federal Farm Loan.Act of
Congress and" in m,:rking the loan to plaintiffs, d.efend.ant mad.e it und.er
the act vnentioned.. Ihe r:ourt saicl in this regard- that:

rrOur mortgage registi'y tax is a revenue measure (Mason triinn.St.
!92?, Sec. 2323). Iirst State Sank of 3oycL v. Hayden, 121 },linn.
45, 140 N.'!f. 132. The fed.eral. farm.Loan act, 12 U.S.C.A. Sec.
951, mad.e this rnor.tgage immu:re from state ta;i. ttnd. :;e think
these tuo decisions of the Suprerne Court of the United. States
conclusively determine the first a.ssignment of error agalnst
plaintiff I Fed.eraL Land Bank v. C1os1and., 26I U.S. 374, 43 S.
Ct. 385, 67 L.Id.. ?A3,28 A..l.R. I; Pittman v. Home Ounersl loan
Corp., 308 U.S. 21, 60 S. Ct. 15, 84 I.Ed. 11, I24 A.L.R. 1263.
The rno:'tgege nas duly record.ed. and. entitled. to be foreclosed..rr

the other ass,igru:ent of error l.,ias that the court erred. in hold.ing that
the provi s-(':r. :.'o. i:tere.st at a higher rate afteir d.efarrl-t than before
d.id, :rot for:'s--{ a,:1 in;..r'est. It ao'oears that iir 1932 the plaiirtiffs
obtained- 4,.'o.-,,r1 I'r:im oefr:nd.ant and agreed. to repnl."the same wi-th fivg
and. one-]r.,.'11' oer cent ir^terest uader an anoltization p1an. In 1933
the tr'ed.era.L Farm Loan Act was a;nend.ed. so as to permrt a reduction of
interest tr-, 'bhree and one-half per cent, and- in January L934, pursuant
to sucl:. ar.('L{nent, the parties execrrted. a r,;ritten agreement stating the
ainour]'6 th.:",,; lvas then due and reamortizing the sar,re. Default occr:rred.
in tne condition of the nortgage and. d.efend"ant began foreclosure
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proceed.j.ngs. [he Fed.era]- Farm loan Act contains this; provision: rrEvery
bomower sha-1I pay sinpLe lnterest on d,efaulted. payoents at the rate of
B rer centuq per annun,rl etc., ancl the nortgage in t]ris case contained.
a clarrse oonforruing tc this provision of the lavr. It may be conced-ed.
that the provlsion of the nortga,ge vlolated the Minnesota statute, if
it api:Iies, bu.t tho Court held that it d.id not apply and. said.:

rrUsuly is d.etermined. by the statutory'provisions applicable to
the transaction. Iiris mortgage and, loen are governed. by the
;ect of Con,gress, to urhich our sti:,tutes and d.eeisions must
;rielcl. In Smj.th v. iiansas Cit"v 1i11e Co., 255 U. S. 180, 41
S.Ct. 2/+3, 65 L.Id.. 5?7, the fecLeral farn loa;r act was he1d.
constitr:tionaL. It is therefore cLear heyoncl d.ispute that
wiien this mori;gage contains the very J-anguage of the act re-
quiring a highe:: rater of interest after d.efault than before,
there is nothing unla,wful or usurious about such higher in-
terest. Suctr is the ruling in respect to u.sury or unlawful
ii:terest exac+"ed- by th.e nauional- banks operating uatLer acts
oi Congress. Schqyler idat. Sank v. Gad.sd.en, 191 U. S. 451,
il4 S.Ct. L29, 48 1.3d. 258; McCollum v. Hamilton Nat. 3ank,
303 U.S. 245,58 S.Ct. 56t1, 82 L.Ed.. BI9. State courts are
in accorc]. tr'ed"eral land. "Dank of CoLumbia v. Shingler, L74
Ga. 352, 162 S. E. 815; tr'eti.eral Land. Sank of Spokane v.
Statelen, I91 Wash. 155, 70 P.2d t053.rr

TORES - ],.AT{DLORD .A}I'' TEI{.ATIT
Tifeffa Cohen vs. HOIC, Municipal Court, City of IIew York,
S,rrough of 3roolcIyn, Seventh District. Decid.ed. in April,
1r41. )

UgLlpie Drre]-.l,1Ag-..!ro-g!-i[c,w Yo rk do qg-].rqt*Ie Wge-]ged=
!ql-,1.s- _t-r,.__ale Ll-Ql a],,1-;_Iigql_g{t.9rlL?t s: -:.o. o p s or step sof
lUflttp*c__rlr{e,r-:_rlgg*.- - -

Plaintiff, a tenlnt in the seeond- floor of a three-story, three-
fa,nll;, rh.;elling o,.rne,L.bv IiOLC, sued HOLC fcr d.ao.zges for personal
iaji:.ri-es si-:-stainej by her in a faII ,J.o',:rn t.,e outsrd.e front stoop or
ste'ps of thi; pI(-1 il!:::i:.t..,.r, The ae,;:i.d.ent happercd. a,t night and" there nas
nr: f:if:ht b;-r;lirra ii.r the vestiluLe or entra,r.ce hall- of the prorerty as
reoui::ed- b;'tno iur:1tiplr; Dwell'i:rg lary. la,::ge trees in the front of
the i:rolrcrt;,-both to thc right and- left olstructed. the right from the'street ancl. th: fr,rnt stoop or steps d.oror vhich praintiff ferl r-rere
quito d-ark. l,{orer.r,er, lliintilf 

*offered- 
proof iending; to sho'.r theLt on

a previous occasr. r:: and. 'r:ecause of d-i.rrkness she had- fallen cio'm the
front stoo! or steps anrl. had. informetL agents of ilolc of her fa1l.
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[he Court recopgrized. t]rat und.er the con'lon law there is no duty up6t1
the part of the orrrrer of realty to maintain lighting for eur.y portion of
the prenises. Stacy vs. Shapiro, 212 App. Div. 723,209 N. y. S. 305;
lindsley vs. Stern, 203.App. Div. 615, I97 N. Y. S, 1C6; Kund.er vs. Pur-
chase Ho1d.ing Co., 1BB App. Div. 94, 176 N. Y. S. 315. Therefore, in
the absence of statutory mandrete, H0LC vas under no d.uty to maintain
3-ighting over the front stoop or steps down',rhich plaintiff feLl.

Section 4O of the tr4uItipIe D;velling Law provides that rrin every
multiple d.welling the or/ner shall" provide a liebt or lights r,rhich shall
each be of not less than fj.fteen watts or equivalent photometric rating
for the vestibule and entrunce hall,rrbut since it had. been heLd. in
Ind.iirali vs. Lerner, 243 App. Div. ?35,277 i\T. Y. S. 445 and. tr'Ianagan
vs. Rosoff , 23 N. Y. S. (Za) 980, that this ;orovision d.oes not recluire
llghting for exterior stoorrs or steps but only for interior portions of
nultiple clwellings, the d-ecision was in favo:: of HOLC.

zol{ri{G-urw
(Perel-na.n et al. v. Soard- of Ad.,iustnent of Sorough of Yead.on
et al., Superior Court of Pa., 18 A 2d. 438)
.L-Qgg1-11_aeenq-t_qe!-asi.d.e ;l!.n$igg_qE_a9guigl9el0_jl.riess- it- is

'!?e I

Ihis is an appeal fro:l d.ecree of Court cf Common Pleas, Delanrare
County, PennsylvaJria, setting asid.e the action of the 3oard. of Ad"just-
ment of the Sorough of Yeadon, Delar,'are County, in refusing applica-
tion to change a certain vacant lot from Class 3 residence d.istrict to
class c business d.istrict and- tl:us permit tl:e parking of automobiles
thereou.

rhe superior court of Pennsyrvania in reverslng the Lower court
held, that a court cannot set :rsicl.e findings of borough zoning board.
of ad.justment in rel'using or granting variance fron zoning ord.inance
irrovisions and d,ecid.e factual question itsetf , if such find.ings are
su'pported. by substantial evid.ence and. not othorniso orroneous a.s matter
of la:r; but is authorized. to and. should. nake its orn ruling, if board-ts
d.etemrination is shoum to be arbitrary and- contrary to weight of evi-
d.ence.
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ORDTBS, RJGULATIONS .AN' OPI}IIONS

LAX]I_QBXIJ-T_AUiU{ISE!4U-QN: Ihe Land. 3ank Commissioner, by regula-
tion filed, L4arch 26, mad.e anplicable to joint stock land. banks certain
rules a*nd. ;egulat:ons pertaining to the tr'ei"eral land bank systen. See
6 tr'ect. Reg. 1643.

I:A3Ji SICURITT A.D}.fiI{I ST,P.&TIOi{: The A.cting Adainistrator, by regu-
lation lta:'ch 28, designated the localities in Natchitoches Parish,
Louisia:ra, in whic.h loans ma;r be mad-e und.er [itle I of the Sankhead-
Jones tr'arr.l fenant Act. See 6 Ted.. Reg. 1696.

Ihe Acting; .Aclministrator, b:y' regulation filed. April 2, amended.
bhe regulation with respeet to releases of reaL estate security for Rural
Rehabititation loans. See 6 tred". Reg. 1766.

fhe .Administrator, t':r regulation filed April 3, (t) d.esignated.
the locnlities in De Soto Parish, Louisia^i:a, in which loans may be natle
under Iltle I of the Sankhead-.Iones tr'arm Tenant Act; and. (2) d.elegated.
certain authorit;r to the Director of the R. P. Division. See 6 tr'etl..
Reg. 1?87-1?88.

Ihe Adninistrator, b;r regulation filed. April 17, d.esignated. the
localities in Arkansas County, Arkansas, in which loans nay be nad.e und.er
Iitle i of the Sankhead-Jones'3arm Eenant Act. See 6 Fed-. Reg. 2009.

TljDIn.nI, EOjiiE IOA1{ 3A,lE 30nBD: [he Fed.eral Eoroe ],oan Sank'3oard, by
resolution filed. liarcn' 24, anend.ed. its re€Ulations to provitl.e for advances
in amounts not in excess of the face value of Fed.eral Houe Loan 3a^nk d-e-
bentures posted. as security. See 6 Fed.. Reg. L624.

Ihe tr'ed.eral Home Loan Sank Board, by resolution filed..April 14,
provid.ed. for inter-bank boro,,zing. See 6 Fed,. Reg. 1964.

Iioue Orqners I l,oan Corporation: The General Manager and General
Counsel, b;'r'eg.rlatioa filed. March 24, provid.ed. a procedure for the hand-
llng of insurerls certificates upon firlI p,atrment of a home ownerts loan.
See 6 Fed.. Reg. L624.

Ii:e General l{anager and. General Counsel, by ord"ers filed..April
B, (1) authorized. Regional llanagers to d.esignate Service Bepresentatives
to receive collections, ana (2) further a^rnen,c.ed. the collection procedure.
See 6 tr'ed.. Reg. 1860.
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The General Manager and. General Counsel promulgated a procedure,
filed. April 22, for the conveyance of properties purchased. under inst,all-
ment contracts. See 6 tr'etl. Reg. 2080.

The General llanager antl General Cor:.nseL pronulgated a procedure,
fiLed. April 22, for the granting of niscellaneous credits upon appllcation
of the home owner. See 6 Fed. Reg. 2189.

FEDEX.rII HOUSING ADI{Ii{IS[RA[I0N: The Adrninistrator, 'rith the approtal
of the Acting Secretary of the Ireasury, by a notice filed !6arch 27,
called" certain 2414 percent ir{utuaL Mortgage Insurance tr\:nd. d.ebentures,
Series 3. See 6 tr'ed.. Reg. 1680.

tbe Administ::a,tor, by regulation filed. March 31, provid.ed.
administrative ru.les fc:r: Defense Housi:rg Insurance und.er Title VI of the
National ilousinc{ Act. ice 6 tr'ed. Reg. 1746-1752.

I'SDE-RAI SAVIi{GS .A$! I0.A1{, I]{SURAI\TCE C0|PORA[I9U: flhe 3oard. of
d.ireetors, by resolution filed. .A.pri1 7, requirecl annual statements of
cond.ition of tr,ed"eral savings and. loan associations to be mad.e available
to their respective nembers. See 6 tr'ed.. Reg. 1E41.

RiJI"trI_;I:ICTRII'I9ATI-Oi{4D}{INI-ERA[I0J: fhe Ad-mlnistrator, by ord.er
filetl l[arch 25, allocated- fi:nd,s to cLesignatecl projects in Alabarna, Call-
fornia, CoLorad.o, Kentucl<y, Louisiana, Idissouri, l{ebraska, Ohio , aJrd
Texas. See 6 X'ed. Reg. 7637,

lhe Adninistrator, by ord.er filed. March 27, allocated fund.s to
a designated project in Ohio. See 6 Fed. Reg. 1679.

fhe Adrinistrator, by ord.er filed March 28, amend.ecl previous
administrative ord.ers with respect to the projects d.esignated therein.
See 6 tr'ed., Reg. L696.

lhe Adpinistrator, b), ord.er fi.led. }farch 29, alloc:rted. fund.s to
d.esignated. projects in Geo::gia, Iowa, Ii{ichigein, tr{innesota,, and. i{ebraska.
Soe 6 3ed.. Reg. L726.

lhe Ad.ministrator, by ord.ers fi1ed Apqil 2, amend.ed. previous
t.adminlstratlve ord.ers with respect to d.esignations of projects and. araounts

alIocated.. See 6 3ed.. Reg. L7??.

lhe "Adminlstrator, by orders filed April 10, (f) reduced the
allocation uad.e to a d.esignated. pro ject in Kansas, orrdr. (2) anenaed. pre-
vious administrative ord.ers with respect to the projects d.esignated"
therein. See 6 I'ed.. Reg. 1900-1901
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lhe Administrator, b1r ord.ers filed. .April 17, alloeated. fund.s to
d.esignated- projects in .A1aska, *lrizona, .Arkansas, Florida, I11inois,
Kentucky, Lnr:,isiana, Mary1and., I{ississippi, },(issouri, 0hio, Oklahoma,
South Carolina, fennessee, Ie>:as, Virginia, and Wisconsin. See 6 tr'ed.
Reg.2009.

III{ITTD S!A-T3 D }IG AUTHOIiITY: The Ad:rinistrator, by regulations
filed .Lpr:-j- 22, set forth the policJr consid.ei'ations involved" in setting
income liilits aect rents for United" States Iiousirg .[ut]tority-aid.ed. pro-
jects, cliscu.ssiirg the general principles involved", the narket limits, the
d.ivision of the l-o,:r-income group into grad.es, the setting of rents for the
various inco,re gfad-.es, income limlts and rents for speeific projeets, the
assig;runent of rents to sneciflc d.welling rrnits, and. income limits after
admissi.on. See ti f'ed-. Peg. 2080-2093,

I
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TEGI SIA['IOi\i

Introduced" on Febraary 20, 19utl, by I,!r. Davis (n.; fa.). Ihis
bill would. aruend. the National Housing Act so as ro give protee-
tion to certain nortgzrgors in nilltary service. Referred" to
the Commitbee on 3adrin61 and Currency, passed. the Senate on
l,l,arch 24, 1S,41.

Introd.u.ced on lviarch 1?, 1941, b;r 1,[r. Ulead (D. ; N.Y.). A bill
to limit ti:e power of the Horne Onnersr loan Corporation to
obtain d.eficiency judgrnen'bs. Referred. to the Conr"nittee on
Banking and. Crrrrenc;r.

Introduced. on March 5L, 1941', by }.,lr. Saile;,' (D.; N.C.). A

bill to pernit members of savings errd- foan asr,ociations and.
simila,r institutions to report ano pay tax upon thelr earn-
ings in sucir institutions in the taxa.ble year: in which such
oarnings Accrlrc, and. to require sucir institutions to raaJ<o an
informaticn return as to earnings of their members a,s j.s re-
qulred. for interest, rents, and salaries. Referred. to the
Committee on tr'inance.

Introducet!. on Ularch 31, 194I, by L,lr. Sheppard- (D.; Texas).
Permits any Sederal Cred.it Union to waive payments of in-
terest by members ln military se::vice. Referrecl to the
Sankine; and Currency Ccmmittee.

IntrodrrcerL on Mar.eh 3I, 1941, by ir(r. Sheppard (D.; [exas).
Subjbcts Fed.eral Credit Unions to ta:ration inposed under
State unemploSnnent compensation Iar,vs. Referred. to the
Sanking a:rd. Crrrrency Committee.

Introd.uced. on l{a3r 6, 1941, t[/ Mr. Re,rrno]d.s (4.; N.C.). .A

bill to amend" the District of Coh:.mbia .A11e;r Dwelling Act.
Referred. to the Cornmittee on the District of Coh:mbia.

Iederal

D. ZYO

s. 1125

D. LZ1A

s. 1278

s. 1279

s. 1458

H.R.3934 Introduced on il[arch IO, 1941, b..r lfr. Coffee (1.; lrlef .). .A

b111 to increase to $S,000 the a^rnount of, and. to S years and.
32 d.ays the maturity of, a loan with respect to which ..
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H.R.4058

I{. R. 4309

H.R.434I

H. ]i. 4542

H.R.4598

H.R.4621

1{. R. 4669

insurance may be granted und"er Tit1e I of the National Hous-
ing Act, as amend-acl. Referred. to the Committee bn Banking
and" Currency.

:

Introduced. on Mareh 18, 1941, by lr{r. Saeks (n.; pa.). .A biII
to amend. section 203(b)(Z) (f ) of the National Housing .Act so
as to provid-e nortgage insurance up to 90 per centum of the
appraise,l value wirere the obligation d.oes not exceed $O,ZSO.
Referieri. to the Comnoittee on 3o,nr:ing and Crrrrency.

I:rtrcrluced on March ?,?, lrg4]-, by l,ir. Barry (D.; l{.Y.). .A

bil] to ,rmend. the Soldiersr and. Sa,ilorsr Clvil Relief .Act of
1940 to d-efer layrneJnts of taxes and assessments aud interest
or1, and. principal cf , urortgages upon small d.wellings and. to
sti:,y snLes and actj.ons and. proceed.ings for sale of , or
foreclosure of mortgages on, such d.wellings by reason of the
militarT service of certain persons. Referred. to the Comnit-
tee on ir{ilitar3' Afj'airs.

Introduced on April l.O, 194I, by Mr. Rand.olph (D.; i{.Va.). .A

bill to amend the nistrict of Columbia Alley Dwelling Act.
Referred. to the Con'niti;ee on the District of Coh:,abia,

Iutrod.uced. on April 28, 194I, by [,ir. Leland ir'{. l'ord (R.;
CaI.). A bill to exclurle serl'ice performecl b.rr certain real-
estate saLesmen frorn the definition of lr enpIo3'mentrl und.er
the tr'ederal Unem'olo:runent tax .Act. ]leferred. to the Coior,iittee
on lTays and. Means.

Int::odrrced. on Arrril 30 ,

to pernit the insu:"ance
ing Act, as amended., of
tion of which nas begun
basis as properties the
such d-ate. Referrecl to
Cu"rrency.

194,1, by Mr. Sacks (0.; pa.). .4. bill
und.er Title II of the National Hous-
mortgages on properties the construc-
p::ior to January 1, )-937 , on the same
const::uetion of '.rhieh was begun after
the Con,nittee on Sanking and

Introduced on l,{a;r 2, Lg4L, by 1[r. Steaga-11 (D. ; A,la. ). .A

bill to amend- thc National Housing Act. Referred. to the
Comraittee on Banl.:ing and Currency. fhis bill extend.s the
operation of the f'erieral h.ousing Administration und"er [itle I,
ancr fo:: other purporles

rntroduced, Reported. and. passed. on May z, 1941. .An ad.d.itional
Ur,gent DeficiencA' Appropriation 8i11, 1941. .funong other ap-
propriations has arr a,opropriation of $fSO,OOO,O00 for perua-
nent type d.efense housing ana $1S,000,000 for temporary tSrpe
d.efense housing, such as trailers and portable units.
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II. R. 4685 Introduced on l,4ay B, I94I, by Mr. larry (D.; rV.Y.). A bill
to extend. to closed. builcLing and. loan associations and- for
the liquld.ation of assets of sr:ch associations the same as-
sistance that is now extend.ed. to closed. banks and. for tlie
liquid.ation of their assets. Referred. to the Cou'nittee on
3a:rking and" Currency.'

Ii.R.4688 Introduced. on May B, 1941, by lvir. iviarcantonio (rt.-1,.; -rI.Y.).
fo provid.e a NationrlTid.e system of soclal securit;ir and ir
Gtraranteed, minimum family ineome; to establish a program of
Ied.era1 public wor].;s and serviees , aud for other i)urDoses.
Ihis bill has a provision to pro''rid-e for lov-rent hcusing and.
slum elearance projects in rural and rrrban communities. fhis
bill provid.es for the construction of not less than one mi1-
lion ii'.velIing units per year vith ar appropriation of $f ,000-
000,00C therefor. Referred, to Tfays and ldeans Comnittee.

Ii. R. 4691 Intro<luced. on iiiqr ii, 1941, by ivir. Pa;'i:ran (D.; fexers). A bill
to amend. the tr'ed.era] CreC.it U:rion. []ris bi]I provid.es that Credlt
Unlons uay invest lu, shares of luiId.lng and. loan insurance asso-
ci'ertii:ns insured. by the i'ecLeral- Savings anC. Loan Co::poration.
Referred. to the Committee on Si,Lnking and. C'rrroncy. Passed. by
tlre House on May 16, 194L,

H.11.4693 Introduced. on ILi4y 8, i.941, by X{r. Steagall (D.; $a.). 3.e-
ported. out of Comraittee on li{a;r 9, 1941. .A bilL to uiiend. the
National ilousi:ig Act. Referred. to the Comnittee on Sanki;rg
and. Cur:'ency. (fn:.s bill is a substitute for ii.R. 4621--see
above). Passed. bl' the House on tr{ay 16, L94l-.

S.J.Res
54

H. loc.
]95

Introduced. on lr{arch I?, 1941, by }4r. Sheppard. (D.; texas).
Joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution
of the United. States provid,ing for tax exemp'bion of certain
itomester.rds. iieferred to the Committee on the Jud.iclar;r,

0u tr{a,l' 1, 1941, the House received. a nessage from the Presi-
d.ent of the United. States transmitting a suplole,fiental esti-
nate of appropriation for the fiscal year I94l in the arnoturt
of $15,000,000 for d-ofense housing. lteferred. to the Comuit-
tee on f,ppropriations.
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Pu"srrC IUTS

Publ-ic L,au, i[o-.

g (u.n. zzo+)

(Approved. Mo.rch 1, 194L)

24 (U.n. 35?5)

(.Approved lrfarc]r 20, 1941)

42 (;i.n.s4B6)

(Approved- April 29, 194f)

Defenr:e ilousing: fupropriates
$S , OOt,, , 0Oo for d.efense housing.

.Amend. Na.tional Housing .Act. .Adds
nevu Title VI (Defense Hou.sing In-
sirrance). (See 81 I{lD for ainalysis
of A.ct).

irrthorizes an ad.d.itional appropria-
t'ion of $tro,ooo,O0O for d.efense
housing.
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State

Housirlpj

&linnesot'g - Needy Persons. IloulC establish the Minnesota Welfare
Eousing tr\rnd. by levying a sum of $200,000 upon all taxable pronerty in
the State for each of the ta:rab1e years 1942-1945, making a total of
$t,OOO,OOO. Perrd.ing the Ie'rry' and. collection of these ta,lies, Certif i-
cates of Ind.ebted.ness couJ-d. be issued. not exceerling $1,OOO,OOO.

lhe Director of Soci.al Welfare would. deternine the need. for
safe and. sa:ritary qlrarters in build-ings constructed or remod.eled. after
standard.s set up in the A.ct. Drelllng quarters lea.seC b;r the Director of
So.cial f'Ielfare yrou].d be aI]ocated. to needy ]rersons by the County Welfare
3oard. of the eount;r in :r-lich tire o-uarters are situated. 'zith the approval
of the Director. Du.e aIlo:rance for the rental value of the q,:.arters so
allocated. '.:oirld- be nad.e in dete:'mining the total amount of relief granted.
and. iu aLlocation of relief funds by the State to the severa"l eounties
and- governrnc:.:taI subd.ivisions eoncerned.. .Ihele ta"t forfeited. land. reraain-
ing i:nsold. after being ap;:raised. and. offered. at prrblic sale is d.esired. fOr
constructing drelling ouarters to be leased" to ti:e State und.er this.i.ct,
the corrnty board. o.i' tire countT ':'herein the .Iancl is situated. roay elthortze'
tire sale of the land.. (S. 1'. 1S9?, I,ir. 'rirrght.)

Ir-And. Te-!.'.rre

Home s t ead- Er.empt io*E_epd=ql-@

Id.aho
homestead.s.

[a:i Ixenption. ifould establish a $tCClO ta:; eremption on
(n. f. 3+9, Com. on State Affairs.)

Pennsylvani.a - FemBtion Riehts. Wou1r1 ameud. the Act vrhich exemDts
property to the value of $gOO from lery and sale on execution and. d,istress
for rent, byr prohibiting persons from contracting or signing arraJ./ their
rightsto an exemption. (U.4. l0L1, ir{r. i{eatheringto::.)

L,and.Io rd.-Senant Re1 at ioJrship s

i{ew York - tr'oreclosure .A.ctions. i{ould. anenC the Civil Practice .Act
in relation to receivers and. provisions relating to appointments in actions
to foreclose mortgages on real property. (S. A. 1384, L,ir. Desnond..)

itleir York - l,{ortEage lroans. iTould. amend. the real property laws by
limitlng the reeovery of certain mortgage loans to the proceed.s from the
sale of the nortgaged property. (S.f . 1568, lvlr. tr'arre1l.)
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Pennsylvania - leggJ-ArLESAnt RelatiAnshlps. ifou.ld. a.raend. and- con-
solidate the iaw relating to l.andlord-tenant relationships. (9. f. 899,
Mr. Boorse. )

P_S3;1gg}llag:.e - faq{-gc+g 3e-E-tl-ict:9ps. Would. prohiblt for certain
period.s the sale of property for d.ebt obligations at less than its fair
n:arket value. Method.s of fixing the property value are prescribed.. (S.
3. 361 , idr. Cox , et al. )

flieolxsnn - Begr,-]Jstate .4.cti-glrS. IYouIC. amend. the procedrrre relating
to real esta'ue actions by ciranging the conciliation board., the method. of'
conciliation, and. the red.enption period. Ihe ned.iation board. is changed.
to a conciliation board., the nembers of conciliation board. to be selected.
instead. of errpolnte ri.

Sefore a:.y reaL estate aetion nay be started., the Lien cred.itor
must attenpt conci-liation as a condition preced"ei:t to snch action. Anir
aetlon in law or equity may not be conmenced. until the conciliation pro-
cess h.as been completed-.

In any roal estate action comneneed. prior to JuIy 1, L943,la
whlch the right of reclemption has not fu11;- expired., the period. of red.emp-
tion is extend.ed.rrfrorn year to year be;rond. the normal period. but not
bcyono July 1, 1944.rr In ar:y real estate action in rvhlch the rod.emption
period- is extended. volu.rttaril;,r or otirerwise for ttro years beyond. the
no:mal red.enption period, further exter:sions may only be granted. by the
eourt upon apnlication of the oTr;ter. (3.. =. 615, I[r. Carlson.)

&aL_P_rgELtE

Ilpfida - validatine Tit1e.. Wou1d. provid-e for the establishment and.
quieting of titLes to real property he1d. rn contlnued adverse possession
for a period. of seven:/ears. (S. 3. 82, iiilr. Horne; ,H. 3. 310, !.{r. Dorrda.)

Oklahorna - }.{orteaEes. 'iToulri anrend. the Olrlahoma Statutes of 1931 to
irpose a tax of ten cents on eacir $tOO for each year (a major fraction of
a year to count as a fuI1 Tear) i','here the moitgage yras for five years or
less and. five cents on each $tCO for each year the nortgage is effective
over five 7ears. A::y extension agreernent or substitute nortgage d.iffer-
ing as to terrqs or anount would. be ta;iabIe as a nen nortgage. irlo abate-
ment of the ta:i vould. be a11oyed. because of installnent natr:rlties, the
nortgage bein.'d.eened. securittr, for the whole d.ebt. Itlortgages of an in-
d-eterninate period. rouId. be taxed. as of five ;rears but after the terrri-
nation of the five :rear period- no jud.gnent or final ord.er in any action
or proceod-ing would. be allowod" until the ta;t for the ad.d.itional period.
vas paid.. (9. f . 515, Mr. Langley. )
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Pennsy.lve$ia - fqI SaLe L{oratoriunl, I[ou1d. aut]rorize county treasur-
ers to ad.journ d.elinquent ta:c saIes, pend"ing enactnent of legislation by
the General .Assenb13r, to aLleviate the eond-itions of d"elinquent tax own-
ers. fhese resolutions anticipate that legislation will be enacted. to
extend. grace and. other ind"ulgences to d-elinquent taxpayers. (S. C. R.
L1I, Mr. Coleman; H. R. 4.3, lf'r, Corrl"ier.)

Zoninq

I,eqi s la,t ip q-apd. 0 r din_eUree s

Minnes.ota - Ccunty Plaquin**Conmiss&rng. These biIls would. autho-
rize the creation of cor:nty planning'conmlssionc consisting of not less
than four arrd" not uore than twenty nemters, in courities containing a city
of the first cIass, the area of which city comprises at least 25 percent
of the tota,l aroa of the county.

Iho commission rvould have tire following powcr and" authorLtyz
(f) fo plopose a general orq:rehensive plan for the fiiiu;:e physical d.e-
velopment of the county or parts thereof outsid.e of the l-imits of cities
of first class, Q) to propose a p1-an concerning the marking of historl-
eal laird" marks, and. (f) to propose a plan to d"ivid.e the county into zones
or tListricts and. linit and. regr:la,te the construction, height, bulk, loca-
tion, and. use of build.ings, structures, ancl ]ots. The eleetors of any
town and. the governingbod-y of any city or viIlage, other than'cities of
flrst class, mou1d be authorized. to vote and. levy a sum not in excess of
$fOOO per annun to d-efray their proportionate expense in administering
thls.Act. (S. f. 1L65, ivk'. Orr, et a1; H. f. l.324, !',rlr. I{emmer.)

l4lnnesota - fowns. These bills vrould p:'ovid.e for d.ivision of towns,
which are locatod. withln a county having a population of more than 4ffi,-
000 inhabitants and. an assessed. value 1n 1935 (exclusive of money anl
cred.its) of $ZgO,0O0,O0O, into tl.istricts or zones by a resolutlon adopted.
by 50 percent of those voting;. Pouer would. be g;iven to reguLate and
restrict the location, height, and bulk of buildings.

Ihe provisions of any resolution so ad.opted. rould become opera-
tive and. effective ten d^ays after the date of the towr meeting unloss
there wb,s filott ri.th the tow:r clerk ,.-rithin the ten d.ay period" the
sritten objectlons of 50 percent or more of the ovners of real property
Ioeated. in the d.istrict , zot7e, or area affected, by the resolution. (S,
I. 1354, Mr. Mlller; H. F. L4?9, Mr. Jrikson.)

cgc ?&2
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illi$souri - Courrtg_Ilq4gille. lTould. amend Article 5, Ch. 133, Revised.
Statutes, 7939, relating to eounty planning by making the provisions
applicable to anp'eounty in nhich, or in a county immed.iately ad.joining
which, there is located a permanent canp, cantonnent, post, fort, or
training area of the United States Army or any ord.nance or a^mnunition
plant or factor;r owned. or operated. by the United. States or owned. by the
-tlnited. States and. operated. und.er contract wj.th the United. States.

iio offj-cial naster plan or zoning plan could. be ad.opted.,
amend.ed., or extend.cc.'- b;r the county planning commission without prior
approval of tl:e Sta.te planning board., commissioner of health, antl chief
engineer of ttre State highway commj.ssion. Pending the ad.option of a
master plan or zon'!,ng pli;rr, thc p1a.n:ing commission '.vou1d. be alloned. to
ad.opt a temporarJ/ or ernelrgencJ/ plan after at least one public hearing
anri. publicatlon of five daysr notice of the time and. place of the hear-
ing. (S. 3. l?2, trlr. Donne1ly, et al.)

Oklahoina - Countics. Wou-I.d. create regional planning conmissions
and regional board.s of ad.justment to set up and. enforce 1and. use and-
build.ing rep;u1atlons for the regional d.istrict. Counties are autho-
rized. to cooperate with the regional boalrd.s and appropriate firnd.s for
their use. (s.9,152, }[r. fhompsoa.)

pennqyIva-lrig - Public Imlprovenents. r.{ou1d, require the submission
of aII pIa.ns for public improvements to the count.rl planning commission
for approval and. prohibit the record.ing of plans and. sales of lots
without their conse nt. (tt. S, 1185 , I,{:.. C,ood.win. )

Penns:[vania - Tor,vnships. trfould arnend the rrtr'irst Class fowns]rip
lawtr to permit the zoning of und.eveloped. portions of townships. (U. f.
832, I[r. Sretherick. )

cEc 74C2
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-!€ense.

Housine. Defense housing insurance, hearings, 77th Cong;ress, 1st ses-
sion on H. R. 3575, superseding E. 3.. 3162, to anend. national )rousing
act, Feb. L7-21, 1941. iii { 166 p. iI. iPaper, zod.

---Defense housing insu.ranco, report to accompany iJ. R

national housj:rg act, subnitted. by Mr. SteagalS-. Feb.
(tt. rp. 169, 7?th Cong. lst sess. ) *Paper , 5d:.

Iljousine. Authorizing appropriation 61' s.dr'iitionaf $fSO,00O.00O for
d.efense housing, report to aecompar)'H. R. 3485; subroltted b;. i,'lr.
Lairlra"o. Feb. 24, 1941 . 2 p, (tt. rp. 14?,, ??lh Cong. lst sess.)
*Paper, 5i.

--- Public build.ings and. ground.s, hearings, 77th Congress, lst ses-
sioir, on H. R, 3213, to amend act of Oct. 14, L94O (g.iStat. 11i?5),
so as to expedite furth.er provision of housing in connectj.on rvith
national d.efense, and to proviiLe public xorks in relation to such
housing and. othor national-d.efense activities, and ii. R. 3570,
authoriziDEa appropriation for provid.ing ad-d.itional con'nunit;;' facili-
ties nad.e necessar:r b7 na1;iensI-defense activities, trlar. 4-L3, 19,11.
ii. { 3aO p. (iVo. Z. ) *Paper , 3oi.

---I'ublic build.ings and. grounds, hearings, 7?th Congress lst session,
on H. R. 3486, to authorize approoriation of arLditional $L5O,OO0,OO0
for d.ef ense housing, Feb . 2!, 1941. ii * 16 p. (mo . 1. ) *Pairer 

,

to|-

ilousine. Consid.eration of !I. R. 3486, report to accoui:arr-y ii. P.es.
13? (for consid.eration of H. R. 3486, to authorize aprronriation of
ad"d.itional $150,000,000 for clefense housing); submitted. by l r. Cla.rtr.
iviar. 11, 1941. i. p. (it. rp. 244, ?7th Cong. Ist sess. ) *Paper, 5l

*For sale by Superintend.eat of Docrurents, Goveri:ment Printing
Office, Sashington, D. C.

35?5 (to arnenrl.
27,194L. 9 p.
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---Consid.eration of H. R. 3575, report to accompany H. Res. II+ (for
consideration of ii. R. 3575, to amend- natlon".ll housing act, so as to
provid.e for d.efense housing insurance); submittetL by l1r. Sabbath.
i'eb. 2?, 1941. 1 p. (U. :p. 163, ??th Corrg. lst sess.) *Paper, 5d.

ilousi_lrE. Defense housing insurance, i:earing before subcominittee ,

77tli Congress, Ist sessiou, on H. R. 3575, to a:nend. national housing
act , i,'iar. 1.4, 1941 . iii + 56 p. *Paper, lOd .

---Defense housing insurance, report to accomparly H. R. 35?5 (to
a.oend. nat:oner.l iiousing act); submitted. bI'Mr. Sankl:eao- for hinself
anrL Mr. 3i'own. L{ar. 20, 1941. 2 p. (S. rp. L3.L, ??t11" Cong. Ist
sess. ) *Paper , 1it .

-ryL,@&g.

uIslEu4rsr_oirE

ReA!s. Suggestecl eroergetrcy fair rent legislation, report. 1941.
v.* 21 p. iI. (3ultetin IO; Consumer Division.) Council of National
Defense - .Ad.visor.y Courmission to Council of National Defense. Free.

A lJi scrrss 1 f The So'ldiersl n Sa.ilorsr Civil iielief A.ct of LgJA-.-ono
Iy Karl R. Send.eston, 2 iflasi:.ington and T,ee Lar Review, ,Ta11, 1940.

Ie-det:A1.hoqg l_qan bAak-JieIL:-_-e.V. Ied,er.al home loan bank review, v. ? ,

no. 6; 1,4ar. 1941. cover title, p. 17?-208, iI. (Month1y. ) *Paner,
10/ single copy, $f .OO a yr.; foreign strbscril:tion, $f .OO.

---Statistical supplement, tr'ed.eraI honoe loan bank reviev.r, y. '/,
no. 6; I.trar. 1941. cover title * a+ p. *Paper, IOd.

1tr0[I: --This supplement provid-es statistical inforr:lation
covering period. 1930-40, ii:clud-ing a1.1 revisions mad.e up
to begin:ring of the cu.rrent year.

*For sale by Superintend.ent of Documents. Government Prir:ting
Office, Tfashingto::, D. C.

CliB sheet. Federal Housing Administration clip sheet, Mar. ?-28,
19r-1; v. 26, rro. 4-?. Each 1 p. il. (ileekIy.) Federal Loan .Agenc;r
- ?ed.eral Housing iidministra.tion. lree.
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Coverug93!-_ggn!r€.9-t-8. Regulations applicable to contractors and sub-
contractors on public build"ings and. ptrblic rvork and. on building anC
work fina:rced. in whole or in part by loa:rs or grants from United.
States (kick-back statute). Ire+r. ) 4 p. (r:.tte 29, labor, sub-
title.{!, Office of Secretary of L,abor, Code of f''ed.eral regrlations,
pt. 2.) Printed for official use only - labor Departnent.

L{orugNIq

Decree o-f SpIe irl-a Foreqlgg.Ule P.aa-gg.gd.i].i8. By ELmer ],{. Leesiaan,
fhe John L{arshall Law Quarterly, j',{arch 194I, p. 3I4.

Extension Agreorrre s In The rrSub-iect
" -..Lr-o$ga&e- -$--+!uq!f9!. 3"w

George lleff Stevens. l-5 Universit;r 61' Cincinnatl Law Review,
January I94I.

Igesglgsu]gg. ltron-farm reaL esterte forecLosure report, Jan. 1941'
Feb. 2,8, 1941. (+) leaves. (Researeh & Statistics Division.)
(lfonth1y. Processed..) Fed.era] Loarn [gency - Federa] Home L,oarr
Sanlr Board. Free.

The tr'ore-q..l.gSgre_Ba$e!. 3y [honas C. Iesroond iu .CgffS4!-_EfS-lorir &
f'ort,4, It{ay 194}.

-I-nsured raortEaee port , r'
title, 48 p, iI. *Paper, 15d
scription, ?Od.

5, no. 3, lst quarter 1941. cover
siqgle coPJ', 5Qd a yr.i foreign sub-

PROPER[Y

EmUt9p!--Qggain Da.nases. 3y J. 3. Steiner, 6 lr{issouri Law Revicn,
April L94I, p. 66.

laaLpqlicy review.
12 p. (Processed. )
Sureau. fi'reo.

Ind.ex, Land. policy revierv, v. 3, Jan.-Dec.l-940
Agriculture Department - Agricultural Economics

*I'or sale by Srrperintend.ent of Documents, Governrnent Printing
0f i iee , I[ashington, D. C .
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i,iortEaees. Protection to certain mortgagors in mllitary service,
report to aecompany S. 926; subnitted. by Mr. BankheatL. Mar. 21,
1941. 1 p. (S. rp. 134, ??th Cong. lst soss.) *Paper, 5d.
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---Land. polic;r review, [iar. 1941; v. 4, no. 3, 48 p. iI. (ir{onthl:r. )*?aper, 5y' single cop.l,, 50d a yr.; foreign srr"bserj-lltion, 75d,

Lanc1 use. Digest of outstand-ing tr'ed.eral and. State legislation a.ffec-
_iiig rtu'a1 larrd. use, l;iar. 1 and. 15, 1941. 47 p. il. a:rd 48 p. iI.
(f,. il.-fuIlet j.n 60 a,nd L. E. -Iulletin 61. ) (Semimonthly. Processed. )
.Agriculture Dopartment - Ag;ricultural Econonics Sureair. Iree.

.tsq--E!-ale,:i--ag{_&eel _E,f!a!e lOi *""S 
"Lo.,.. 

pi_9@
il.egpect_r;o.Re_alf,Sta.!-el_,- 3y llerbert f'. G.ocdrich, University of Penn-
slr"I""'ania iaw j-:e. liew, Iebruary 1941, p. +L7.

sIAlL!.&lT_!i!!Id

-C-UUpat_idees i:: 1939 St,:rte legislatures, review of bil1s introduced.
aircl laws enacte,i d.uring the ;,sar, 194I. 86 1i. (litrary of Congress,
Legislative Reference Service, State Lar,v Ind-ex, State Law Digest
Report 5.) *Paper, IOd.

EASAEAT

Sla.ssific:r,tion of tr'ixtures for Assessment (Cirattel or Realtv).
J'olur iY. ilolmes, California j,ar,' X.sr,,i.evr, l$ovenber 1940, n. 2l

nrr

Y"alualiarl-9-t-.Bea1-hp-perty (I,oan v. Tax Pqrnosgs) .

E . .rones. Taxes 19:53-5, 55 Jariuary 1941 .

.Ad.d.ress bl,r

I

*tr'or Sale by Superintend-ent of locuments, Govern:nent printing
0f.ficre, T,'fashington, D. C.

CHC 7402



I
I

t

I

{
I

I
II




