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 Executive Summary (One Minute Read)

Cui v Salas-Photiadis (NSWSC) - order withdrawing caveat refused after parties let settlement
go through in PEXA while the caveat was in place
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 Summaries With Link (Five Minute Read) 

Cui v Salas-Photiadis [2024] NSWSC 1280
Supreme Court of New South Wales
Hmelnitsky J
Caveats - the plaintiff entered into a contract to purchase a home from the second defendant,
borrowing funds from a bank who was to be the incoming mortgagee - the first defendant
lodged a caveat over the property, relying on an interest under a "charge" granted under a loan
agreement relating to building work done by the first defendant - no participant in the PEXA
workspace noticed that the first defendant's caveat had been lodged - on settlement in PEXA,
documents were lodged with Land Registry Services, and the funds were disbursed in
accordance with the financial settlement schedule - the following day, the bank received a
requisition from Land Registry Services informing it that the transfer and mortgage could not be
registered because of the first defendant's caveat - the plaintiff sought an order that the caveat
be withdrawn under s74MA of the Real Property Act 1900 (NSW) - held: an equitable charge
may or may not take the form of an equitable mortgage - the caveator's reference to a "charge"
in the caveat did not necessarily invoke the definition of "Charge" in the Real Property Act - the
caveat therefore did not fail sufficiently to specify the first defendant's claimed interest merely
because it described a claimed equitable mortgage as a charge - under s7D of the Home
Building Act 1989 (NSW), an agreement which purports to grant security for the payment of the
consideration payable under a contract to do residential building work is an "other agreement"
within the meaning of that provision - the loan agreement here was therefore within the scope of
s7D to the extent it purported to secure payment for residential building work - however, s7D left
the balance of the loan agreement intact - the mere failure of the caveat to specify the amount
secured is not a sufficient reason to set the caveat aside - the first defendant had demonstrated
that it had a good arguable case that the caveat had substance - the balance of convenience
favoured the continuation of the caveat until such time as the rights of the parties can be dealt
with on a final basis, which would inevitably include a contest as to the parties' competing
priorities - order under s74MA refused and matter listed for directions on the Real Property List.
View Decision
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