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Reports and Notes of Cases.

Drovince of Writish Columbia.

SUPREME COURT.
DAVIE’ CJ] [March 3.
GRIFFITHS 7. CANONICA & ROLSTON.
Lease—A greementr—Reg‘iA‘lI‘ah‘(m __Notice—Fraud.

Samecé;eaéed to C. a.certain piece of prf)perty for a term of years, ?“d the
said Prex);i . ente‘red into an agreement with .C. to sell to him the buildings ot
good re aiSCS-' C. covenanted to pay rent in advance, to keep premises il
further :)h :, pay insurance and not to assign lease without the. consent of f‘x.,
lease Wasa d‘"';)’ brez.;ch of covenants nullified lease at the’npuon of G.. The
directly ref uly registered, but thf agreemem was not. The lease did nf)t
assigned the“ 1t0 the agreement. C., without the kx'mwledg.e or con‘sent of G.,
the lease edease to one R. f(?r one-half of the period of bls, C.’s, time under
in insura;an R. }'egxstered his sub-l.ease. In the meantime C. fz-ulgd to pay
so0n as Gciprermums a'nd also the msfalments of purchase for buildings ; as
rent mon. ;came FOgmzant of C.'s assignment of lc?ase, he refused' to accept
premises eydmn'] t?lther C. or R., and 'brought.su\t for repossession of the
as well a:g, buildings and for cancellation of his agreement and lease to C.
between ( s Slﬂ‘)-lease to R. It appears R. had knowledge of the agreement
with 7 and G., and that C., as per that agreement, was not to assign lease

out Gs consent.
ring foh:edEfendants depended on the Land Registry Act, R. s
period wc. 35. Defeqdants also set up that sub-lease being on

» Was not an assignment.
plea;{::’gt:hi’.lt R. having ‘notice of the cpntempomneous
defects of (;?’lm.the p}'oteeuon of sec. 35 of L. R. Act, and sucl
s title directly affected R. Paget v. Mitchell, L.R. 28 Chy. D. 255.
leaseJ::gmem fo.r G. agftinst C. and R. for arrears of rent, vacating term of
cancelling registration of lease and sub-lease, also for costs of suit.

Russell and Godfrey, for plaintiff.

MC'G”» for Canonica.

Wilson and Campbell, for Rolston.
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Rorth-TWlest Territorics.

'  QUPREME COURT.
NO - - oy
Scorr, J. RTHERN ALBERTA JUDICIAL DISTR

" Chanju;e,.s_ } [March 5.
RANDALL # ROBERTSON.

Th . Pr actice— Adling co-defendant—J O ¢ 4
arrearsefacnon was for damage's for illegal distress of .p_lamtlff’s goods for
Plaint; of rent. Defendadt, who in distraining acted as bmhﬂtfor one (.)sbon.)e,

ifs landlord, from whom he took a letter of indemnity, applied with

ICT.



