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BARKER v. LEESON.

Mhtei»rtgage Sa/t'e ivi/hozit r-eiewva/- - L ei

'orIntIlerpeaeierS.cÇttl,< up nzew /1//l'.

A hattel mortgage which has expired by
e$Xof0f time, under R. S. 0. cap. i 19, sec.

19, andj has flot been renewed -or refiled, ceases
tu be vaîid as against ail creditors of the mort-
gage then existing; and a aeon ealingo

fktWe made by the mortgagee, though good as
fiwen the parties to the mortgage, cannotestablish the mortgage as against creditors, but

ri~5 to the purchaser a titie subject to the
rth of any creditor who take steps to follow

Aý Creditor to be within the meaning of the
above . . 1

who need be represented, are those who would
be parties to a suit for specific performance, and
mortgagees, who had been made parties to the
application, were dismnissed with costs.

Il. LCzsse/s for petitioner.
_J. Pearton for purchaser.
Mallss, Q.C., and Crickmorc for mortgagees.

CHAMBERS.

Mr. Dalton, ().C.; Boyd, C.] [Jan. i8, 3a.

LAPLANTE V. SCAMEN.

1, ?ndor and purchaser-- TiI/e- Vesting order-
1)ePreciation.

Ct onI neea flot De a juagment creuitor. He/d, that a purchaser at a sale of lands
Rýt e a rk p n th oi y oft e c ate ot under a decree of the Court upon the usual con-

rage act.ditions, is flot bound to accept a vesting order.
Inl an iflterpleaders issue the claimant relied He/d also, that when the plaintiff, the vendor,

'jon his Purchase and bill of sale from the chattel was flrst mortgagee. and the purc.haser, a defen-
flIortgagee, and the issue was found agaînst him. dant, was second mortgagee of the interest of

'qfeld, that he could flot afterwards st up A. S., who was out of the jusisdiction and refus-
for n te sme ssu, bt tat his was ed to execute a conveyance, the purchaser could

Matrira substantive application to the Court. flot be compelled to take a vesting order or a
e'< 'S Gordon for execution creditor. conveyance under the power of sale contained

'P"10for claimant. in the plaintiff's mortgage.

IIe/d also, that until a good title is shown the
purchaser is not bound to accept possession even

J.] [F'eb. 22. 1though offered to him by the v'endor, and that
the purchaser wvas entitled to a reference to the

INdà RECNB Master to ascertain the amount of the deprecia-
or a'd Purchase, 's Ar.t- Wl/Z1- (istruc- tion, if any, caused by the prope'rty being left

iZonl-Power of Sa/e wl/h exrecultr's consent- vacant and neglected pending the investigation
- 4;'c 1îée-Parties. of the title, although the vendor had offered to

A tstaor evied o hs ~ifedurng he ermgive possession to the purchaser pending the in-
0f ttrdvsdt iswf uigtetr vestigation of the titie.hfler natural life a parcel of land, with po ,er of R c ,f rp a nif oi gS41e at any time during her life, subject to con- Btek , for lithf, movîng.

ýeTIt 0f his executors. Testator appointed three Paerofrtepchs.
eý1cutors One of whom was deceased. A con- -

Ject fr sale having been entered itt aob1Mr. D)alton, Q.C.] L Feb. i.letrv bY the purchaser that the consent of the8iVlVng executors would flot confer a valid title. REF CLARKE.

hed)1 - that in the state of the authorities, So/icitor and Glent- Taxation- Retainer.
Purchae Was flot one that could be forced on a

ser. In this case the orderfothtatinfte
2That ufider such general power the land solicitor's bill contained fo thaue taxatin opath

""'db odin parcels. ment of the amount taxed within 21 days frorn~3 ' hat on an application to the Court under the taxation. This was a motion to set aside the
Vtd'and Purchasers' Act, the only parties order.
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