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mon do not arise, anid that the imprrovteznents
in this case were not made by the rpodent
in tbe character of a tenant in coinmonut as
the agent af bis mbther, the life tenant, and
could flot bc allowed for.

ioy,es, Q.C., for the adult appellants.
A)'in-/Fislay for the infant appellants.
114'rl0w, Q.C., contgra,

Full Court.]
rFt«;I:soN, J.]
RoneRtTSON, J.]

TAILLIME v. TAILLIFFR.

[S,,pt. 5.

Priqte inernl/aallaw--Anto-nupiai con-
bac/Matjnoiqldoinicile-Lev rei sita-.

Action for administration of estate of Alexis
Tai:lifei.

The dectased, on March 3ist, 1864, entered
into an ante-nuptial cantract in the P>rovince of
Quebec %vith bis future wife, the preserit plain-
tiff, toîîcerning the rîghts and property of the
parties to it, presenit and future.

/û/14 that the provisions of this contract
shoid govern not only as ta the movable,
but also as ta the imimovable property of the
deceased, thaugh situate in this province, pro-
vided that the lawvs of this province relatîng ta
reil property were complied with ; and it made
no dir"ýrence whether the matrimonial domicile
af the parties at the tirne af the cantract and
Inarriage %vas in Ontario or in Quebec.

Thîe ante-nuptial colitract in question was
sir.ed by notariés who signed their own naines,
bar ing full authoritv fi-arn bath the cantracting
parties so ta do.

lLc'/e, thnt this was a sufficient signature
within the Statute af Frauds ta bind the parties.

Shpley, Q.C for the plaintiff.
.4 î'/a-J-nlày for the infant defendants.
Sizon for the adult defendant.

l3ovin, C.] [Sept. 17.
ROGERS V. ONTARIO B3ANK.

P/.i/ures--Morgugor and Mar-tgagee-Fi. fa.

Interplestier issue as to certain machinery
and buildings erected by the purchaser of an
equity of redemption in certain landis upon the
said land'.

Thc irachinery in question was placed ins itu
or', land and bouse %vith a view ta the utiliza-

tion of it at a phosphate mine -and it was in-
tended ta utilize the machinery upon the land
so long as veins could be found. The sol w*as
excavated in order ta forrn a frni bed for the
bailcýr and hoist, and the machinery was firmnly
attached by bolts ta sleepers or skids placed on
the rock bottoni of the excavation ; and a housd
was erected over the rnachinery, ta erect which
the soi! was also ta some extent excavated.
The boiler and machinery were also fastened to
the building by rodi inside underneath the
floor.

He/d that the chattels in question were 6ix-
tures, and could flot be removed withaut the
consent of the nortgagee.

Semble, that, apart froin this. it was irmpos-
sible ta seli these fixtures under an qecution
against goods so long as the physical atach-
nient ta the land existcd, even if the owner of
tht equity af redemption had had the right ta
detach and remove themi as chattels.

RoBERTStjN, J.] [Sept. 17.

IN RE OwEN SouNE) DRY DOCK, SrnP-
BUILDING, AND NAVIGATION CO. (I.IMITED).

and
In the matter of the Winding-up Act, c. tz6,

R.S.C., 1886, and the Amending Act, 52 Vict.,
C. 32, Can.

Windbtg-tqb A4d-Conf ribiorie.s---So1vency oif
conq6an'y accepllng a reduced aotount in Pay-
rnenl of(siock-RigÀt ta do sa.
A dry dock company, having issued stock

ta the extent af Sî5ooo and lttving assets ta
over $3ooao above their ather liabilities, passed
a by.law acceptîng fromi each- af the shareholders
$3000 as payment in full of $375o stock. Sub-
sequently the cornpany Sot into diffic,îlties and
was Put inta liquidation under the Winding.up
Act.

On an application by the liquidators ta have
these shareholders placed upon the list af con-
tributaries to the extent af $75o each, it waa

Hold, on an appeai from a master. that as the
company 'vas not anly solvent at the time, but
had a surplus of sufficient dimensions ta war-
rant tbei in so doing, they bac! the right ta
accePt $3000 in payment ot $3750 stock, anti the
appeal was distnissed.

. M. Kilbourn for the appeal.
ioules, Q.C, and lIY B. S-w/M, contm.
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