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have by such a deed as the present one, in the absence of a clearlY exprese

assent of ail their creditors, rendered futile ail statutory provisions5 Passefore

the protection of creditors, one of which acts was in force three Ye(ealv

the deed was executed. Furthermore they are asking for a privi lege *tîiied

Fort, 25 L. J. Exch. 204), and the onus of clearly proving thernselVes tecrefOre.

to iunder the existing law, lies on the claimantS. Application for ahoe

stead exemption dismissed with costs.
Shawv, for claimants.

JJ.Godfrey and R. L. Reid, for certain creditors, contra.

SUPREME COURT.

NORTHERN ALBERTA JUDICIAL DISTRIýCT.

SCOTT, J- 
[Au~

E. J. BANGS v. ALFRD BROWN.

Lien-Livery stable- Ord. 30, N. W. T. h

This was an action for value of a horse converted by the defendatt

facts were that one William Brown (fot the defendant) left the plaintiW5s horst

with one Stewart, of Fort Saskatchewan, with instructions to deliver 1110'

the plaintiff upon the plaintiff paying to Stewart for said William I3rOWn chc.

which was claimed for finding the horse and bringîflg him to Fort skactîy
wan. Stewart told plaintiff, who refused to pay any amnount, but sub epC

offered $5-which Stewart refused and subsequently consentcd tO a tblc

and took the horse to Alfred Brown, the defendant, who was a iy cÉ

keeper in Edmonton, and instructed defendant to keep the horse uftl th tI"

was paid. Defendant notifled plaintiff of the whereabouts aos

demanded the $5 and the keep of the horse, and claimed to detain the
untl t eat hekeep was paid, and subsequenft18Y Oderfs d h and oW1.

horse for feed and keep under ch. 30 of Ordinances sec thrcc (3)

entitled "The Livery and Boarding Stable KeeperS' Ordinaice," se lC1
of which reads as follows: "nkeproaîiery stable or a lerdn 0ar

furnishi g o ot rger ap rn in theer to a nd pro a ei i0ardin

stable may detain in is custody and possession any animal, vehcl ' per

son who is indebted to him for stabling, boardiflg or caring for sIcb Il

The cause was tried before SCOTT, J., at Edmonton, at the lastac

(a) That the defendant had no lien under the above ordinacc, bCcauS cd

received the horse as a wrong-doer, knowing that it was being WrOng u

by Stewart. table

(b) That the defendant was not acting in his capacitY as a livery îcUto,

keeper in receiving the horse in question, but in the capacitY of special Ci


