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Hold, reversing the order of the Master in Cham~bers that

the dlaim was sufficient.
R. Mlackay, for claimants. Jenwnings, for plaintiff. Payne,

~. ~ for defendants.

Province of 14ova %cotta.

SUPREME COURT.

Meaghcer, J., Chambers.] [July 1$.

HALL v. THE QUEEN INSUTRANCE GO.

('dlection. Act--Assýqnmeiit aind re-assignnent-Effedt of-
Rights of subsequent aissigntees.

The plaintiff H. made assigninents under the Collection Act
to the Canadian Bank of Commerce ami other credîtors of
which notice iva8 given to the defendant conipany, in the order
in whjchi the different assigimients were made.

Subsequently the bank re-assitgned Uts elaim to the plaintif!
subject to ari iidertaking on the part of plaintif! and his
solicitor that the bank's claim amounting to $792.00 would be

£paid ini the tirst placé out of the inoneys to be recovered in the
action.

Y 1Held, 1. That the assigninent to the bank in the first place
and the notice to defendant vested in the bank the exclusive
riglit to sue for and recover the loss and that the parties to w'hom
the -subsequent rrssigrnments were mnade nierely stood in the sheesl
of the plaintif! and oseedno greater right than he did te
conipel an accourrting by the btnk.

2. That the re-assignment to plaintif! by the bank miercly
vested in hiixn the titie andi rights that the hank thcn hcld. And
that the rights acquired by them against the fund in the hands
of the bank befort.' the re-asshinnient could not he aftte hy
titi.' subsequenit aet or transfer hy the plaintif! and could not be
txttiguishedi or prejuidiced by any suhsequent legal proceeding.

3. That the re-assignment by the hank to the insured gave
Iiiii no power or control over the fund that would enable him to
give priority to rny-one ele over thWse who obtained assignments


