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McGREGOR v. KERR.

C~onract1-Lien agreerent- Goods rerno7ed ta ano/ker provflce.

The Nova Scotia Act for the prevention of frauds on creditors by secret

bis Of sale (R.S. ch. 92, sec. 3) enacts that every hiiringý,, lease or agreement
for the sale of goods and chiattels accompanied by an imi-mediate delivery, and

followved by an actual andi continued change of possession, whereby it is agreed

that the property in the goods and chattels . . . . shall remain in the
hirer , l'essor or bargainor, until the paynient in full of such price ....

Shaîîl be in writing . . . . and . . . . 1shahl be accompanied l)y the
a4ffidavit of either of the parties . . . . stating that the wvritiflg truhy sets

forth the agreemnent between the parties thereto . . . .and such agree-

'rent and affidavit shahl be registered . . .. otherwise the dlaim, lien,

Charge or property intended to be secured to the hirer, lessor, or bargainor,

shah be nflh and void and of no effect as against the creditors and subsequent

Purchasers and mortgagees of the person to whorn such goods and chattels
are hired, leased or agreed to be sold.

for i fo doing business at Gait, Ont., shipped certain machinery to M.

liopfacoryat Hopewell, N.S., under an agreexnent in writing, executed at
Peweu,) that the titie to the machinery was to remain in plaintiffs until the

Whole 'If the price thereof was paid. M. afterwards executed an assignmeflt

to dfenantfor the benefit of his creditors.

CIL'teld, Per TOWNSHEND, MEAGHER and HENRY, JJ., \VEATHER BE, J. and

caiM E. l-J., dissenting, that the words of the section t1uoted are not appli-
Caeto a contract made and executed outside of the province in relation to

Property situated at the tirne where the contract is mnade, but afterwards
brought into the province.

Wé'*ý 8ogrers, for plaintiff.
1Borden, Q.C., for defendant.

CORKUM V. FEENER.

Plainti«, and those under whom he claimed, had enjoyed a right of wvay
OVer defendaynt's land for a period of twenty years down to within one year

before action broughit. The way flot being appurtenant to the land or such as

W'Ould Pass by deed,

t 0 e1d that the periods of user of successive owners couhd be united 50 as
telePlaintiff a tithe tînder the statute.
11n his statement of dlaim plaintiff ahleged tithe to the way ist. Under

Ch. 112 Revised Statutes of Nova Scotia, 5th series, '0f the limitation of

Held, that this statement was insufficient under Order i9, Rule 4, under


