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*ATKflNS v. DAVIS.

idgment Recovered Lqj one Indianz againt csnother-

Ment-Recovery on Promissor?/ Note Made by Defendant

oiur of Non-Indian and Endorsed to Plainiff--ý" er-

*Indian Act, R.S.C. 1906 ch. 81, secs. 2(c), 102.

by the plairitiff fromn the judgment of the CountY

ie County of Brant iu favour of the defendant lu an

ed to try the question whpther sec. 102 of the Indian

1906 ch. 81, had the effect of prevenig the plaintiff

,ing a judgment, against the defeudant by seizure and

goodsansd chattels upon hiserie or dwelling-

Indian Reserve. Botli pa.rties were Indiaus, and the

igainat the defendaut was recovered upon a proniissoi'y

by him to the order of one Thompsofl, not an bIdian,

ied and transferred it to the plaintiff.

'Peai was heard by MEREDITH, C.J.0., MACLAREN,

ind FERG~USOe, JJ.A.
ffl for the appellant.
IJollinake, K.C., for the defendant Perry Davis,

i1arley, for the dfnat Sarah Davis, epnnt

ITII, C.J.O., read the judgrnent of the Court. He

secs. 99, 100, 101, 102, 103, 104, and 105of the Indian

aid that the plaintiffcnede tha sec. 102, read i

witb clause (c) of sec. 2, which sys that "efn

undividual other than an Indin in efetpovdsta

dual other than an Indian shal tak ay ogsulty or

)btain ainy lien or care po r'P l orproalpoe

)t s*a4i an setio fthe Act that propry whiohi

in ec 2 c) meses.104,19 130, 131, 1,32, and 136.

prvet heprviios f e. 102 bn .v.ded. AUl

1- - '«fo nn-nAa havig a dlaim agingt


