
The attaching order was made on the 3rd June and
sprved on the 5th June.

G. Grant, for the judgment creditor, contendcd that the
as.signDiient was void as being of property thatwas not ini ex-
istencýe, and which rnight neyer corne into existence.

W. N. Fergunn, for the laîmant, contended that if the
assigniment would not have been good at Iaw, it wus a good
eqi.table asign-nent.

A. -W. Ballantyne, for the garnishees.
No one appeared for the judgrnent debtor.

T»E VASTER.-Ifl In re 'Clarke, Coomnbe v. Carter, 363
Ch. D. 348 anlowdsd approved by the Huse of Lords
in Ta.ilby' v. Ofiiai Receixer, 13 App. Cas. 523) the Court
fJ Appeal1, wîthofft dec-iding that a general assignm-nent of al
future-acquIiired( propert 'y cotild take effect, held that an as-
signmenit S11(.h as thie present was good and conId bc enforced
wheneve-r the property caine into existence and could be
id!entified.

In the present case every'ýthing sought to be garnished
had -orne inito existence and beun clearly ascertained before
the attaching order was made. . . . It would seem,
therefore, that the righit of the aissiguc-e had becorne vested
before plaintiff had ex-en oedin the matter.

The order mnuet be diseharged with coste.

JUNE 17T11, 1903.

DIVISIONAL CO'URT.'

ÛEX v. COULTEII.

Mot)ionj 1ydeenan to nik bouea i-ile nisi quash-
îng his covcinfor an offllece go a sec. 168 of the On-
tario lee(t ionj Act by procinhg one Riayner to, vote in the
naine of anothier person at the voting upon the Ontario
Liqupor Act, 190,2.

The motion was heard by BOx'u, C., FERGUSON, J., MAC-
MfAHO1N, J.

J. Haverson, K.O., for defendant.
J. R. Ca.rtwright, K.C., for the GrOwn.
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