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Meredith, C.J.C.P., Macahon, J., Treetyel,.J.] [Oct. 3.

SECORD V. MOWATr.

Creditoisý Relief At-îigsketiff's cet tificate-Nece$Wyt for.

Where a prior creditor lias flled a sherif 's cartificate under
m. 7 of the Creditors' Relief Act, it is flot necessary for subse-
quent creditors to do go.

Scmble, that the provisions of s. 7 as to, flling a sheriff 'm cer-
tificate are directory only, and not imperative.

Arnoldi, K.C., for claiiuant. S2nuw, for a disputing creditor.

Prvi~nce of fl;ew lortinewch.

SUPREME COURT.

Barker, J.] IN RE NLC(AlvElty. [.lune 25.
Lu nat je-Rû pairs Io estai e-Collcd- io ii of rents-A gent.

Cominittee ot the estate of a lunatie empowered to mafke
needeti repairs to, tle est&ltt and to ewploy nn agent at a fixed

salary to eollect retits.
M3Iuliu, K.C., fur petitionier.

B3arker, J. ] .3EATON V. WILUR. [Aug. 24.

Mort gage--A bsol ut coî&'veyance-Mloitgage or deed.

baiid of the plainti;l w'orth $1,500, subject to a murtgage for
$900 and other charges for $300, wvas conveyed to the defendant
in consideration of his paying $140) due for instainients under
the, mortgage, J'or the recovery of which an action had beeîi
brought. The eosts of the action were paid by the plaintiff.
The Court finding under the evidence that the deed thougli
absolute iii forrn was intended as a mortgage, allowed the plain-
tiff to redeem.

Teed, K,C., and Hetvson, for plaintiff. Chandler, K.C., for


