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haIeýI l-111 Ignd y coun-u4 for the înlrtics that 0iv IFax-
,i&rs' Loan axifd Savinga Coîuipanv Le(çane themrgaeso

lot 3 h motgag daed 2ndApril, 1892, awi afiurv.ards
aq Ill de feo hy grant froin the iioiltgagor daîed ,ls

Februar i*h. The taus Were 1101 paid by tbue morigago,ýr
f..r the car' 1S92.« j13,[ý andI' 189, ndî lot \.aý -ol for

thýi ý- eii axes o,1n 111h April, l9,to UcreS. C. Beliit inad
Solnin )eud. After iliie order for liquidation of the

corpaf~, ietuneand 1>emude conu, e1 1d te lot wiihout con-
aiýderaiInr wý lolm W. Langmnuir aiid Edmuiiiind A. Meredith.
The lut wa oLI second tiîae foritxe on It1i May, 1898,

beig ton cquredLvMr. Langmuiiir. Thîis sale w'as for
tax(s for dIe ver 19 Id 1( 9 TLe plaînt iii, oni 19th

Oetobr, 1914, sîgd An ageeen wtli the Toronto Getîcral
Truts orpraion.th liquidators for the Farniers* Loan

('oiýnpanv for ý ltiteputL( of the lot, ami parsýuant. to titis

poi~. Ai the salue iinte M[r. langcruîr, 'Mr. Mcredâh having
41,d wi M theinei jîe also coin cxed the lot to tueo plaintifi'.

Ji 1,» «dîtc Lv 1ounsel t]uai -Messrs,. Bethune, J)emiude,
Langînlluir-, ind Moejî,lnfm purchases; and coni eyanees,

ace a rsto orîe aner'Ioan Company, orth
liqfudat1. si inýdeed thlai 1o ail ilitentsz and purposes the

the owersofîLelotmnaîeV, tlie Farîners' 1 in vonpn,
wenrt tJihdprlis at ]Le taix sale.% BotL those sales were vali-

daied1 aid cefirmedllý: Lyv >pecial Act of te Ontario Legisia-
iluxe, 2" Edw. VII. ch. 66, sec. 6. Bot the tax sales wecre
witliniii ve> (ars prior to the commencement of tis action,
anid Mr. Gor'don, for the defendants, frankly conceded that,
under thie laniguage of sc. 4 of the Real Property Limitation

KrR S. O.197 cii. 133, and Smnith v. M1idland R. W. Co.,
4 .R. 4-4 i f e ither of theso sales had hoon made to a

ýtarner, Ilhe ttteoulonly have hegun to run froni the
date the stniragr huA acquîred the right to make an entrv or
mairitani an action.

Th'Ie question I have 110w t detormine is, whether the tacts
.rd this eMed take ît outside of the principle of the deciîon in

Silithl v, NMidlandj( R. W. Co. Lt WaS arue y Mr. Ranev,
fo)r th(, plaintif,. and was net disputed b)y Mr. Gordon, thaï;
there 18 ne legal imipedimient to purchlase it tax sae )y the

onriii f",, in li tat this is a well knewni rnetofld of
euiga dftietitile, anid îis la beh noteid that thoso- sales
to eprsenatiosof the Fariners' Loan Company are recog-


