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transact;
action depended on the law of Oregon, and it was not alleged that

a .
t:(il(::i{l:f todthat law a c.onstructive tru‘st would arise by reason of the intent
Oregon C:n : ‘delay creditors, and the Court could not assume that the law of
e Separat;r;sfponded to the statutory !aw of Ontario ;.that the d.ebt could not

even if o] d from the security, and it was doubtful if the action would lie,
action qu}' an attachment of the debt hafl been asked for; an(.l that the
Cution f(;r d‘"bs'-lhstance an attempt to get sat}sfactlr?n by way of equitable exe-

Aper ebt out of a mortgagee’s interest 1n foreign lands.

)Ppedl allowed with costs.

Iffrd"’”x for appellants.

Gibbons, Q.C., for respondents.

Ontar
ario.] [June 6.

me,«“pn. . CARTER 7. LONG.
Mives :}Z,Zd’//z and agem‘A-Arf'vance‘s to fzge_nt lo /{uy goods—Trust goods
If an as . ose of agent— /\e‘.ﬁlew’ﬂ-—./:qmtlezle title.
gent is entrusted by his principal with money to buy goods, the

ey wj .

Y will be considered trust funds in his hands and the principal has the
ad in the funds producing it.
principal

Mon
Same |
mit{“tl}?rest in the goods when bought as he h
as an e i}’-oods so bought are mixed with those of the agent, the
Portion 0‘} tl]t]ab]e title to a quantity to be taken from t}le mass equivalent to the
O the ype e money advanced wHih has been used in the purchase, as well as
Undejpended balance. ’ .
chattels Willthe present system of proce.dure in Ontario a
Juden support an action of replevin.
Ap ge ‘le“_t of the Court of Appeal (23 A. R. 121) affirmed.
Gz‘&F;(,a dismissed with costs.
Cremm’ Q.C., for appellant.
7, for respondent.

Ontario.]

n equitable title to

[June 26.

WILLIAMS 7. LEONARD.

Chayy

7

el mortgage— Description—Bills of Sale Act R. S. 0. (1887), ¢ 125—
‘th — Deblor and

4

c’_f (7;f’a/~0rder to amend pleadings — Interference Wi
o 20or— Pyychase by creditor—C onsideration—Existing debt.

a chattel mortgage the goods conveyed were described as follows :

3
A
of . . .
8agoy. a“’;lth said goods and chattels are now the property of the said mort-
> and are situate in and upon the premises of the London Machine Tool

f King street in the city of

o. L@
Lonfj(z,ens,c,r'lbmg the premises) on the north side o
escriptio; ‘"::i na schedulg referred to in the mortgage was tl‘.)ls addmopal
all hel‘eaf.t and f‘“ machines in course of construct}on, or which
neys he er be in course of construction or completed,‘whxle any of Fhe
by the m reby secured are unpaid, being in or upon the premises now occupied
ortgagor . . or which are now or shall be on any other premises in

€ 5aiq .
Saldl city of London.”
e, .
(1‘:,’ affirming the decision of the Court of Appeal
Ont. P, R. 544), that the description in the scC

and of the Divisional

Ourt
hedule could not



