XVIIL]
distress levied ag- here.  Walion
Henry , 620,

/
See INFANT,

LAND, SALE OF. g
See S\E oF Lanp,—

¢
LIBEL AND SLANDER,

See DEFAMATION,
s

LIEN.

L. Mechanic’s lien— Prigy convey-
ance—Notice of lien to purchaser—
Validity of lien — Proceedings to
realize — Summary application to
discharge.]—8. was the owner of a
lot upon which he wa
houses and W, wag
contractor doing the work on all at
a specified sum foy each'hqu_se. He
commenced his work in Septeniher,
1887, and finished about May, 1888
V. was the contw;.c
work and as Such was on the pre-
mises from time totime, ag'the work
was going on, and \was ngt paid by

V. purctiased one-of-the houses,
which wag conveyed to him by deed,
dated Deceniber 1st, 1887, and regis-
tered February 20th, 1888. On
February 24th, 1888, W, registered
his lien on the whole property,
Both V. and W, alleged that they
knew nothing of the other’s trans.
action,

On an appeal from RoBermson, J.,
who held (affirming the Master in
Ohambers) that V., had notice of
W.'s claim, and that hig summary
application to have W.'s lien dis-
charged must be dismissed with
eosts, the Oourt were evenly divided.
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tor for the brick:

DIGEST oF CASES,

. | tor. f— Held, upon demurrer

649

Per Pnounrom, J. A len should
be registered against_anyone whoge
rights are acquired during the pro-
gress of the work, and, if not 50 regis-
tered it becomes absolutely void,
unless proceedings are taken to
realize within thirty days: no pro-
ceedings were taken within that
time by W, and the lien not being
registered against the subsequent
owner ceased to be a lien at al],

Hynes v, Smith; 27 Gr..150, and
MUeVean v, T; n, 13 AL R. 1, fol-
lowed.

Per Fereuson, J, The real ques-
tion is not whether there was a valid
registration of the lien, but whether
the judgment of Ropurrson, J,
affirming the refusal of the Master
Yo, disgharge the lien on g Summary
aplicdtion was tight. The Master
was Jitified in so refusing,

Wanty v. Robins, 15 0, R. 474,

rred to.” Re Wallis and Vokes, 8,

2. Mechanic's lien—Action by sub-
contractor— Necessity of averring
that gomething is due to the contrac-
to a
Statement of claim in an action to
enforce & mechanic’s lien brought by
a sub-conractor against the owner
of the lands;and the contractor, that
it was necessnryi:or the plaintiff to
aver that there vas something due
from the owngt to the contractor,
Townsley v. aldwin, 403,

See ARBITRATION AND Awarp, 1
—Hiriyg, 1.
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WiL, 2,\ 5. 4
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