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Bale W. a. Beatty Wofleyed the lan4s têr hi. brother, J. W.
Beatty, on Oetober 29, 1903, whieh W"8 registered prior to the
ta% deed, and the deed to McConneli. J. W. Beatty, the plaintiff,
clakned to have aequired prit>rity over the tax purchaser and
hie grantee, (1) On the ground of an alleged purchase by ýW.
H. Beatty of Bal's right as tax puxohater, and (2> the prior
registrati, of the deed f rom W. 11. Beatty to, the plaintiff.
The Court of Appe8il clame to the conclusion that there was sme
evidence of a purehase by W. H. Beatty of Bull' interest, or
a redemption hy him, and that at the time the deed was made to
Bull he was flot the holder of, or entitled to the certificat. of pur-
chase whieh was then in W. I. Beatty'. possession. On this
point the Judicial Co-nmittee (Lord. Robertson and Colline
and Sir A. 'Wilson, Sir -H. B. Taschereau and Sir A. Willia)
were unable to agree with the Court of Appeal and were of the
opinion that there was no sufficient evidenee of an> purchase by
W, H. Beatty of Bull 's intereat as tax purohaser, or of any re-
dexuption of the land by W. H. Beatty; and on the second
point they came to the conclusion that J. W. Beatty *as not a
plirchaser for value but -a mere volunteer and therefore the
prior registratiôn of hi. deed gave him no priority over the tax
deed.

TAXATON-EXCA.VATON-BUSINESB tJAERIED ON FROM PONTOONS
PLOATING OVER EXCAVATION.

Smith's Dock v. Tyjnemouth (1908> 1 K.B. 315 inay b. here
briefly noted. The plaintiffs were owners of a dock on a tidal
river, and for the purpose of their business made an excavation
on their premnises into which the waters of the river flowed, and
over which excavation pontoons were placed and attached to
piles driven. into the excavation, and fromi which pontoons an
important part of thoir business of ship repairing wus donc. On
a stated case, Channeil and Bray, JJ., held that the placc s0 ex-
cavated remained assessable for the purpose of taxation as "land
covered by ivater."
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