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La Salle Recreations Ltd. V. Canadian Camdex Investments Ltd. (1969) BCCA (Oct. 9) (p. 225)
Facts: Hotel installed rental carpet, defaulted and was foreclosed. P, carpet company, sought damages from new owner, D.
Issue: Were the carpets fixtures or chattel? 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Ratio (McFarlane J): Fixture Test (from Stack v. Eaton) is an objective test 
		Degree of annexation 
Purpose of annexation
Analysis: Carpet is fixtures 
Quotable: Whether or not chattel becomes fixture can’t be conclusively controlled by contract because it only applies to parties + not to future 3rd party, who has to track down original owner


