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transaction depended on the law of Oregon, and it wvas not alleged that

according to tlhat law a constructive trust would arise by reasoil of the intent

to hinder and delay creditors, and the Court could flot assume that the law of

Oregon corresponde(l to the statutory law of Ontario ; that the debt could not

bseparated from the security, and it was doubtful if the action would lie,

ellen if only an attachment 0of the debt had been asked for ; and1 that the

action Was in sub)stance an attenip to geaifaction by wvay of equitable exe-

'on~0 for debt Out of a mortgagee's interest in foreign lands.

APpeal allowed with costs.
Purdomn, for appellants.
Gibbons, Q.C., for respondents.

Onltario.] [June 6.

CARER V/. LONG.

and agent -Atidvances to agýent Io buy gooas- Tiust eoods

»Iiized7vl/ //wse of agent- leplevin-Equitaible tille.

Ifan agent is entrusted 1-y his principal witli money to buy goods, the

tflorey wiIl be considered trust fuinds in bis hands and the principal has the

Sae iflterest in the goods wben bought as he bad in the funds producing it.

haI the Xoods so bought are mnixed with those of the agent, the principal
hsan equîtable titie to a quantity to be taken from the mass equivalent to the

Portion Of the money advanced wI&h bias been used in the purchase, as well as

to the Uflexpended b)alance.
Un1der the prescrnt system of procedure in Ontario an equitable titie to

chattels Wîiî support an action of replevin.
JUdgmne 1 of the Court of Appeal (23 A. R. 121) affirmned.
Appeal disilissecî with costs.
Gibbons , Q.C., for appellant.

frerar, for respondent.

Onltario.] [June 26.

Chattel WILL.IAMS V. LEONARD.
liortgge-Descriition-Bills of Sale Act R. S. 0. (i8S7), C. 125-

APPeai Or(Ier Io amnend Pleadîings - Interférence with - Debtor and

creditor-_ I>urc/zase by credilor-Goflsideration-ExsimnK debt.

In a chattel înortgage tbe goods conveyed were described as follows

Af of which said goods and chattels are nowv the property of tbe said Mort-

gagor, and are situate in and upon the premises of tbe Londoni Machine Tool

Co' (describing tbhe preniises) on the nortb side of King street in the city of

clescri.; and in a scbedule referred to in the mortgage was tbis additioflal
rPtion "and ail machines .. in course of construction, or wbich

$hall hereafter 1)e in course of construction or completed, while any of tbe

IWOrIeYs bereby secured ai-e unpaid, being in or upon thie premises now occupied

b3ytenotao rwihaenwo hl eo n te rmssi
th e rnotggo c.rwihae~o bl b nayohrpeie

t e Sad cty of London."

coueld, affirming the decision of the Court of Appeal and of the Divisional
Ctrt (16 Ont. E. R. 544), that the description in the schedule could not


