
sale, t'O whomli was left the carrying it out. that there >lhould
h6e a liel l faveur of p)<litif upon the proporty *hof( was
selling te Lairdl foýr the unipaid pure-hase rmney repruted141
by the two notes fur $175 eaulh,

1 finil thiat defendauit Bedford, iii purclhasing fronti La1id
the propert " , int-ludinig what mas purchased from plaintiff,

auedas a liabilitY wih as bteuBedford and Lair-d.
JBedfoýrd w-as to psy, the unpiaid balance te plaintiff, but Bd
tordl WiSs 110t. callUti a., a witness, and there is nuotingl iie

videhnce te shew-% that fledtord at the ti me ef fils purehiase hadl
any\ notice, or ofedeê plaintif's lien. . -

This case seeinis te nme semiewhat differout from thiat of a
miortgagee uinder ani uniregiste-redinrtag- a norfgage- in
m-hich rhattels are isuffieiently* described. as against a suh-
sequent purchaser or mortgage4e with notice . .. Su('
TideY v. Craib, 4 .R. 696; Mefatt v. Coulson. 19 U. C. Ri.
3)41.

This vas i also ývrv different fromi that et a venidor
under speciÂl agreieent tlit title te propertyv is inet ta as
to purebaser uti t uUyN paid for.

'Plu wvriting upeni the, notes, although neot signed and neot
ineeýtrperate.d in lte instrument i slisews ail intention of
the parties te charge lthe particular prpety Ied with flic-
payrlenit (>f the notes. Thc prpryis 'ufllcienitIy ideu-ltili.Cd
with Ili de-bt, ard 1 1111 et opinion that as against Laird
plaintifr was. entilledI to ail equitable lieu uipol lte pr-operty.

Ilf in law il viaii be akvidedI Sale shldg net 1,1llwe teI
be hearild bft4irg to t1wlin T'he prineiple inovdin lthe
dP(cisioul inl BlaCkIy V. Peny 1 A. R. 522, ShGould, if ps

sble-t apphe-d.
llut the-re wias tue sale- tfieod and, seo far ais ap-

pears,' witholut notice etf the lienl. This is nlot a question
iit lïiability- iupen lte notes, but of~ property, of reelin
reisi anid i cannet saLy that plaintiff could banve fnowed lthe
p r4of wr ty %u ied lf(firidi banda. Aithougit Sale acted in lthe
transfier bevt.weeui Laird aud Bedtordl, rwe did neot art as Bcd-
te-rd>, eolicltnr se, that ltedifo)rd wvotld bp affected by' Sale's

knowle-dge eft lb. lien. Reidford b; still th(, owner et lteo
Iropemrt> sujeet to t1ie motgfeis interesi may lt,-

?eelis-sues but h'gaklIv Sale. is ulenl (n stand
upon&B4dferd>s tiLle. ... It meetils Iooiking at it apart
fromi thb dry leýgal question, iqit4 ) te prmit Sale, even
a4 trIustee, te hild Ibis «rpet vapart trom plsintlff's sp

psdlien, buit 1 (oir it varnnot bi. pe td


