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Full Court.] AUM~OA AaUL Co. V>. MtcMrULN.

Dominion Land-s Act-Charge on land created by komst6der
bef ore recon nsndaf ion for patent-Docleration of Minister
of Interior as to Ofect of stick oharge-Eàfopp61.

Appeal from decision of MàTEZE, J., noted ante, p. 248,
dismimed with ets, HOWZmLL, C.J.A., diuaenting.

A. B. Hudson, for plaintiff. Johnston and Bergutron, fer
defendant.

Fil1 Court.] ANDREWS V. BROWNç.

FLrxturesq-Conditioîial sale of ch attels-Liennoe-uhar

If a purcehaser of a ehattel such as a furnace annexes it te
-land ii. sueh a manner that it would ordinarily beconie a part
of the rdalty, it cannot be deemed te remaixi a chattel berause
ef an agreement between the purchaser and the vender that,
until paid for. the property in it should reinain iu the vendor
and that, in case of default of payxnent, the vendor might detach
it and take it away.

Such an agreement merely conters a license to enter on the
land and gever what i no longer a ehattel se as te niake it again
a chattel and to reniove it, and a purchaser of the realty without
notice cf the agreement is net bound by it, nor ean the vendor
of the chattel recover possession of it or damages for its con-
version frein him. Hobson, v. Gorringe (1897) 1 Ch. 182, and
Reynolds v. Ashby (1904) A.C. 466, followed; Waterous v.
Henry, 2 M.R. 169, and Vwnean Ion v. Rapid Cit y, 9 bi.R. 577,
overruled.

Coynie, for plaintiffs, Wilsoii, K.C., for defendants.

Pull Court.] f June 14.
RK.X Ex PSIL. TUTTLE V, QULqNnT.

Practice-Quo warranto-Civil or crirninat proce.edi'nig-King 's
Ben ch Act, R.S.M. 1902, c. 40, s. 92, r0'e 1.

Quo warranto proc-edings te test the riglit of a person to hold
a seat as achool trustee are purely civil proeeedings and an ap-
plication for leave te file an information by wa.y of quo warranto
for %ueh a purpose ia properly made by notice of motion and
not by ride niai.

f June .14.

[June 14.
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