
CANADA LAW JOURNAL. [Jsn. 1, 1886.
NOTES OF CANADIAN CASES. [C. P. Div.

-as under the statute R. S. O., ch. 167, sec. 11,
, the widow was entitied to recover the amo unt ;
and that the fact of O. being a member of
another Order, did not, iposo facto, deprive him
of his rights and membership of defendants
Order.' It was objected that 0. had flot ap-

*pealed through 'al, the courts and functionaries
of the Order against the refusai to givq h1m the

*Suprenie Court card; but /seld, that the evi-
dence disproved this.

-At the trial an amendment was asked for, to
set up a forfeiture of the policy, by reason of O.
going to California without a permit, which
was refused.

Held, under the circumstances, that the re-
fusai was proper.

Ç2uore, whether the way, cause and mariner,
in and for which O. and the other mrnbers of
Court Maple ieft it, and joined in a body
another rival order, rnight flot, if properiy
pleaded, have required some consideration.

The frarne and effect of the pieadings in this
case considered.

R. M. Mereditk, for the plaintiff.

PATT,-RSON V. MCKKLLAR (SHERIFF).

Fi .-fa. tood- Ddlivering ta sAeri.f- Sale &y
execulion debtor thereafier-Right of sherif
to good.

The defendant, the Sheriff of Wentworth,
received two executions against one M.'s goodsp
nameiy, on the i 8th J anuary and i Sth February
respectively. The sheriff made a formai seizurO
oji the delivery of the first writ, but left no one
in possession, and the exécution debtor remained
in possession and carried on his business as
before the seizure, because, as he said, he had
the undertaking of the manager of a bank, ini-
terested as creditors in the goods, for their safe
custody. There had been a stay upon the first
execution, which was withdrau n on the delivery
of the second one, and the, sheriif dirccted to
proceed. On the 6th March the gcods werO
sold by the execution debtor, in ccnnection with
the bank, to the plaintiff, who removed them to
bis own place of business. On the 22nd March'
the sheriff seized ail the gonds then in pl..intiifrs

possession which he had received from the e%-
ecution debtor, as aiso certain goods of the
plaintiff which he claimed to take in lieu of
goods received from the execution debtor and

NOLÂN v. DONKLLY. sold by plaintiff. The sale to the plaintiff was
Goods, descriotion of.-Bills of sale act-Sqyfici- found to, be bona jfde and for value, and without

ency.notice of the executions. In replevin fur thO

In an assignment for the benefit of creditors, goods.

thedesripionof -he goods and chattels of the Held, WILSON, C. J., dissenting, that the she-
thssripti o lw nl n igua h f was entitled to the goods of the executiofl

assinor wa as oiiws:"AUand inglarthedebtor then ln plaintiff's possession ; but not #0
personal estate and efects, stock-in-trade, goods, the goods of the plaintiif's taken by bhe sheriff
chabteis, rigbts and credits, fixtures, book debs, in lieu of those sold by the plaintzif.
etc., and ail other the personai estate and effects On the sheriff making his seizure on the 22rnd
whabsoever and wberesoever, and wbether UPOfl March, the plaintiff gave him an undertaking tO
bhe premises where said debtors' business is answer for ail goods sold by him -thereafter, i<
carried on or elsewbere, ;~nd whicb the said the sheriif should be held entitled to the goodet
debtors' business is carried on or elsewhere. Hold, under a counter dlaim setuing up this
and which tbc said debtors are possessed of or undcrtaking, the sheriif was entitled to recovct
enbibied to in any way whabsoever, inciudinig the value of the goods sold by tbe plaintiff a(t<f
among other things, ail the stock-in-trade, goods the 22nd March, and beiore the issue of tbè
and chatteis which they now have in their store writ of replevin.
and dweilings in the village of Renfrew afore- E. Martin, Q.C., for the plainbikf
said:. also ail and singular their persénal estabe c»t<r, Q.C., for the defendant.
and eifects of every kind and nature, etc.

Held, that this was flot a sufficient description
of the -assignors' goods within the meaniiag of
the Bis of Sale and Chattel Mortgage Act.

Delamere, for the plaintiff.
Massr., Q.C., for the defendant.
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