
MdALOUP v. LÂBAD. 13

writ of summons, etc.; what îs meant Îs, that he cannot
ýially out of his eounty.
ione of the ceues in our Courts in whieh the matter has
p was there a seizure by a Sheriff except when the head
f the eompany was ln bis bailiwiek:- Robinson v. Grange,
.R. 260; Goodwin v. Ottawa and Prescett R.W. Co., 22
186; lu re Goodwin, 13 C.P. 254; Illateh v. Rowland, 5

!3; Brown v. Nelson, 10 P.R. 421; Morton v. Cowan, 26
18; Brock v. Ruttan, 1 CTP. 218. In the first-n'imed case,
was an action against the SherliT of Brant for flot seîzing
stock,Sîr Johin Riobinson, CJsays: " As the plainiff only
ted te prove that there were goods belonging to Banks
?btor) by sahewing that there was soîne stock in a building
lu the county of Brant which miglit have been used. to

jnks's debt, although Ît was not stock standing in his name,
incumbent on hlm to shew that the Sheriff had notice of
>ek se situated in tixne te levy upon ît; for, this net bein,
oda, visible ln the possession of the debtor, the Sheriff
not ho presumed te have knowledge of it." This, of
la net conclusive that the head office o! the company must
*the amendînent of 1909) have been within the bailiwick,
point was inet lu question, but it is suggestive.
toe, in Niekie v. Douglas (1874), 35 TJ.C.R. 126, when it

gued that stock iu the Merchants Bank, whose chie! place
nes was MIontreal, the stock being owned by a resident of

owas exigible in Kingston by virtue of 0.S.C. ch. 70
irne as 12 Vict., in substance), the Court of Queen's Bench
p, 143): "Although it was argued that the Sherif ceuld
nd sell the bank stock of a resident of this Province which
j in a bank in Quebec, the statutes, which were referred
the. purpose, by ne means bear out that argument" This
Eot conclusive, as the real point lu the case was whether

»esk could be assessed.
where, hewever, cau 1 find any sug-gestion that the Sheriff's
in the case of stock is any greater than in the case of
chattéils

e legislature, recognising the limitations of the Sheriff's
anid that the service by hlm required by the statute is an
srvice, have given hlm power te serve, net only when the

my la within his biliwck, but alse when there la a place
hi. bailiwick where he eau serve upon the cenîpany' as
t the compauy were there demidiled. But this la the whele
of bis power.
a ooipany had its hiead office lu Ottawa, but did most
work in Melntreal. Assuming that the appointment o!
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