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HIGH COURT 0F JUSTICE,

Meredith, C.J., MacMNahon, J., Lount, J][May 9
DoNAHUE 71. CAMPBELL

A dou r wongi~ldistressfor la.xves -A ssc.ç.sent-- Tiaxe.f-Dist)-e.s-
Persona! prppery.

11d that under s. i35<1 (1) 3, added ta the Assessment Act, R.S.0.
C, 224, by 62 ViCt., (2) C. 27, 5. ri, 0., goods which are not in the posses-
sion of the person assessed in respect to thenm, cannot be distrained for the
taxes against them, In this case the goods which hiad been miortgaged
were, w1îen seized, in possession of the bailiff of the miortgagee, who had
taken possession on defanilt in the niortgage.

.He/, also, that the plaintiff, being a bailiff in possession, had a right
to bring the action.

J.Alcnteomeo:y, for plaintiff D. B. Dohett, for defendant.

Boyd, C.1 FisHER v. I3RADSHANV. [May 13.

Cliallel mior/gage -A greenzcnt fot-4Affia ii of execution- Vczidity'.

Interpleader issue. Wheie an agreemient to give a chattel rnortgage
is registered in the proper office under R.S.O. c, 148, S. 11, that Act does
not operate ta rnerge it in the subsequently executed and registered
nxortgage. The two may %vell stand together in an honest transaction for
the purpose of niutual support. When the latter instrument is grafred, sa
to speak, on the former and refers ta and recites the agreemient therein
contained, the whole contract in its incetntion and completion rmay be
regarded as one transaction and miay be read as one instrument.

WM A. j. Bell, for plaintiff. Gibbons, K.C., and Siephens, for
defendant.

Falconbridge, C. J.] LAwsRv v. TIJCKETT-1,ANWRY. [May 28.

Pradce-rivlou ad~,n £~ns.Rutes 259.261t

Hel, that as Le/lis v. Lambuert (1897) 24 A.R. 653, leaves nothingto be
said in support of the plaintiff's right ta maintain this action, the staternent
of claimi nust be struck out on the ground that it discloses no reasonable

Ï. cause of action, and the action dismissed with costs.
B, Irtin, K.C., for defendant. 7t-else4 K.C., and G. C. Tioiopson,

* for plaintif.,


