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Aithiongh, receivers aie more readiiv appjointed than before tuev passimig

of the Judicatuîre Act, and certain inconvenieîît rules formerlv observe('

have been relaxed, yet the principfes on svhichi the jurisdietion' of Courts

of Chancery rested are stili applieil: Ilobimcs v. Millage, [1893] 1 Q.13. 551.
'thle Ontario .Judicature Act does flot conîfer jurisdictiou to appoint re
eivers in cases where previousiv no Court possessed power to (Io so:
<,'Donnell V. Faulkner, 1 O.L.R. 21. Sucli Act ivas intended to confer on

ail Courts tlîat jurisdiction whichî, uîider tlie designation of equitable juris
diction, was previously exercised by Courts of Cliancery: Re Asselin andl
<'feglîoi-îî. ( OULR. 170. And the pow'er thus conferred is flot an arbitrarv'
ori unregiilative one: Harris v. Beaiîclîaîp. [18941 1 Q.B. 801. Undei' the

Juîdicature Act, the mile is that a receiver wiIl bie appointed wlîenevei;
t is hîist andli convenieit; or uliere it is pr-acticable an<1 is reqired ini

Hie interest of justice: L'dooîds v. Plicard. 119091 2 K.B. 903. ]lut a re-
(('iver %vill not be ap1 )oiiited uiess tîie pai'ty requesting it miakes out a

pratfqce titie to, or int»rest in the property ini dispute: Leaey &~ Soi v.

<'ollinghaniii [19081 1 K.B. 79; 11Vitley v. Challis, [18921 1 Ch. 64; oi
mioless the 1 îrobabilities'are titat thie app)lointnient will be effectuai and use-

fui: Edirards cf. ('o. v. Picard, [1909] 2 K.B. 903; 1'ills v. Luif, 38 Clî.. 1!97z
chrat le. c. Trust Co. v. R'ire, Pli. etc.. Co., [18921 *2 C h. 303:

m'e h'nolt End IRoiiey Act, [19011 2 (hf. S. And1 a receiver will not lie al)
pointed iuiless it is reasonably certain tinit beiiefit will follow thierefroni
Me', Assdlim aund C!egltoiîi, (i O.LlI. 179ý. A reeeiver of the toits of a couili

fianîy willi 1e a1)pointe1 t h si of a ciYta as, iinder statutorv
authority, lent tlic company money in the for-m of city debeutures, the

city having redeemced the debentnres and prîîceeded against the compan.v

to coinpel payment, or to forecbose it', interest iuder its aet of ircorpora-

tion: Brantford Y. Grand Riîrr Naor. Co., 8 Gi'. 240. The îîowers of tbi"
Courts in the several plrovinices if Canada iii respect to flic appointrinut
uof iiqui dators, reev veis anil miaagers~ a ce in thle nmain,î non' reguila ted lîY
statute.
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Since the Judicature Act a reeeiver svili be appointed of property wiîieh
is subject to hoth a legal and equitalile mortgage, although mixed, and the
sî'hole coniprised in one securitv: P'case v. Fletcher', 1 Cli. ýD. 273. Withlîou

mnaking a prior uîortgagee, wlîo lias the legal titie, a party to tlie pruo-
ceedings, a receiver wvill be appointed nt the instance of an equitable mort-
gagee wliere a- inortgagor is ini possession oif encumbered property, îrrespec-

tive of thie sufficiency of the -ecuiity- : ikiuîs v. Blein, 13 Gi'. 646. Like
wise a receiver wilI be appointed w'lere a mortgagee is pî'cvented by the
mîoi'tgagov froni taking possessiii îider lus mortgage: Trumaini v. Urd'


