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deem1ed as recorded at the timne so noted ;"while the Missouri statute Provides, "Everysuch in3trument in writing, certified and re-corded in the rnanner hereinbefore prescribed,shall, from the timne of filing the same withthe recorder for record, impart notice to ailpersons of the contents thereof," etc. TheIcOurt, in Terreli v. Andreu, County, ayntha uner tit was the record that impartednotice which related back to the time offiting.
.As to deiects in deeds or their acknowledg.ment, in Missouri the court held in M&luirg". Pliis5 ,* that an unsealed mortgage wasproperly recorded as an equitable mortgage. tSo as to Official seals, the record need notshow any copy. of the seat or scroli as indi-cating the offlcer's seat, the statement in the
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B//h and flO.ees-Double .rtanng-Efect Of re-

P6eal Of statule-45 ViM-I, cap. . .A prornis8ory note void for want of 'tamps, at thetine Of the PaRssing Of 45 Vict. \éap. i, which repeatsstarnp duties, Cannot be mfade good by affixing doublestamps as theretofore allowale.

(Lindav. Nnv 16~ 1882.raigthe presurnption that ýhe Action on two promissory notes dated ist
noary's criate. On nth render hand,4' December, 1879, for $250 n $5'o respectively,nres of the mee than t itdee invalid by made by the defendant in favour of the plaintiff.reaon f te mrefact ta purports to be The defendant pleaded want of starnps. The
executed'under his ' hand and officiai signa- plainti«freplied, al1çging double starnping sificetire,' and that his notariat seat is flot nmen- the passing Of 45 Vict. cap. i. To this repY
tioned therein, where the seai is attached to the defendant demurred, the fourth ground be-the certificate . A nd in such case, a copy h t 5 i t a .ir p ai g th t m c
taken frorm the recorder need flot have (thpe gi 5Vc.cp ,rpaigteSai c
"Ifihress of the original seal;, that miay be in took away the right to double stamp, and if thedicated hy a scrolt."§ note was void at the tinie of passing of thatIn mn),of he tats trneis lloed arAct there was now no authority to make it 'gond.

tinst racyofd thei taes tind is aioded pr On the 'argument the pla intiff asked leave, ifwithin that time, they are vaiid as against pur- th aesould c decided against her, to amenychasers after its date and before record. In atleging that she was flot aware of the defect inisuch cases, the record may be considered no- starnping unitil after passing of the Act, anidtice froni the date of the deed, or as relating coIIterided that such a reply would be good.back to the date of the deed. 'Is a party who G-'. q oOkin,~ for the demurrer.actuatty sees an imperfectly acknowledged 1)- J.- AfchItyre, contra.conveyance, affected with actual notice ? In HUDSPE-FH, Deputy Judge: It seeins to nme
Mùsjck v. Baney,li it is said that it would be that the fourtli ground of deniurrer, if good, dis-
very strong, if not conctusive, evidence Of poses of the matter, and that there is fno iecesý
such notice. So, if the party's agent or in- sity for considering the other grounds, some of
vestigator saw such a deed, it should put himl whcn obcudbccrdb mýmns
on inquiry, as affecting him with actual notice icodutoudbcuebymerntsof such deed. -Gentr-al Lae; Journal. The action is brought to recover the amount Oftwo promissory notes. The fourth paragraph of thestatement of defence sets up the want of stamPS.-~ The second Paragraph in the joinder and repiYasserts that after the promissory notes were

miade the plaintiff paid double dutY thereon by
affixing to each of the said notes stamps to the57 Mo 214.amount thereot and cancelting the same as re-

57 MO 214-quired by the statute in that behalf made and
See, too, Parkin$o,

5 V. Cablinger, 6s MO. 290. provided. To this the defendant demurs. Thiet8 Gear .359 a i>, r M . 37 ; ,çnv. S 'eae4i fourth ground of dem urrer being that 45 V ict.f Date v. Wrig/sit, 57 MO. 'Io ; Clarký v. RYfter, 53MO- 380. capirepealing the Stamp, Act took away theIl 49 MO. 458. 
right to double stamp.


