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OANÂDiAN BtÂNK 0F COMMERCE v. LEWIS

Fixa~rs-C&atel--Dnksafe built i'»to rc-nted pro pert y-
Laiidiord and te-nant-Agreeoment btceen as to re;noval of
flxtures-Effect of agreerneitt oie subs.equent purcù ascr of'
,nremjses.

Plaintiff bank rented a building into whieh it moved a safe
for the purposes of its banking business. The landiords at the
request of the bank buiilt around the safe a brick vault. After
occupyi2ig the building about a year, 'the bank moved into
prenmises of its own, and the building and safe were used by
suceeedini4 tenants until the sale of the property to defendants,
who knew nothing of an alleged agreement betwecn the bank and
its landiords as to the right to remove the sigfe after the
bank had left the premises. During the interhn between the
removal of the bank and the sale, certain improvements were
efEected in the building. one of which w'as the pulling down of
the vault and the construcetion of a mezzanine floor which was
pnrtly supported by th. mtfe.

Held, on appeal, reservingr the judgnient of HENDERSON, CO.
.T. (who decided that the safe wvas a chattel and had been
bricked or biulit iu merely for the -purpoçse of itA more convenient
lise as a chattel). that although the safe when enclosed in the
vanit, heeamp. a fixture, a.-nd althonzh it could have béen re-
moved with the consent of the oriinnl owners of the building,
y'et that right was lest when flhe defendants bouight the premises.

J. A. Russelfl, for defendants. appellants. Davis. K.C., for
plaintiffs, responcnts.
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DE BECK v. CANADA PERMANENT.

Mofrtpaqor and mort.t7t7gee-Poiwer of sale in mort.qa7e-Ortiers
Wx.i and aslt-Acnt-esreceiPi Of-Tellde)r-
1nterest,

A mort«azee having obtained R fortelo.sure order nisi, shortly
a fterwa rds, and before the perind Rhloiwed for nînlzing abnolute


