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where the notice of the mnotion had flot been served personally,
but ,ed with the officer of the court, pursuant to Ord. lxvii., r. 4j
(see Ont. Rule 1330), inasmuch as it appeared that the plaintiff
kncw where to find the defendant ; and he field, therefore, that
he shouid have been personaliv served.

In re Quteensland Land Co., Davis v. Mwi,(IS94> ý3 Ch. i8l
8 R. Sept. i36, %s an action by a debentuLre-hlioider of a corn-
pany to ecifoc p 1vment ocf lis seritv against the tru.stees (if a
deed exccuted for the securitv of the clebenture-holders for the
execution of the trusts of the deed. The Queensland B3ank aise
ciaimed the Lenefit cf the trusts of thc decd, having advanccl
rnncy on the seenrit of ertain debenturos issed to thom, but
having the naines of the ebligues ieft blatik. Il m-as contended
th:tt thesc securities were void, and that the bank mlas not cntted
te pîarticipate L ut it was lieid Lv Nor th, J.,l tliat, aithouigh the,
debetitures sc issued weru voi as legai securites, ),et that the
batik, havinîg bccuiid aci vnc thei r mioney cin thLe faith of t hemn,
Lad iii equ ii tv a valid cia in to h-ave legai tic1 en tiirus issed te
ticen, andt \vere tharfore te Le deed eqeitabie boklies cf
debentucres. and eut itld te sLave w~it legai debentn-hoidnrp
and thit tiiis equitv mus cutidtet te prevai not enly as against
thLe coieîpany itscif f. t aise as agai est legai dlebcentere- Loiders.
The case inay Lt' taken as an i llustration ef the maliknoum inaxii

Equitv censiders tHat to Le dunîe mvikic oeglt te Le (lonce..

Dc'nsdn . i'iliauc,(rScj~3 Ch-. 18,5 8 R. Oct, 142 ugtt
tu eic cern fort i g t< c e!ici tees, fer lia c t Le case Leen tterm ise
deccided their Pccsitict \Wtcut have Leen indcd a periios one.
A soliccitor "las encyciee Il trustees te pay ever certain trust
iiiony's tuc a uic ctgago r ep.îctic,- sec ci ntv ocf a inortgage. mliich
wat ms heidtu tc Lea ieewh of t les. Tihe solicitors m-cre ie noe way

4 caliet] on te acivise out, nl N\vere they c spot)ibcce fer tiC Suffi-
ciency of the sucuSyl, it Lad given the trestecs to iinderstand
that the sQcurity e îight t urn out an inciprejier ene for trust

îoes;it was, ncetîissouglit ttc iake tieci liablc for the
. lilLrcach of thc trust ria thec simple grt cnt that tlicv had actcd als

the agents of the trustees in paving the rnancv ever te the mort-
gager. [t is consoiing tu knovv tbat North, J., hcid. that, tindcrsnob vi rcînstances, thie 'soi ci t rs Wc c'e noct liaLle.
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