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The belonw article I the second i a serfes of legal arifeles
Group at Pallett Valo LLP tn Mississanga which will focus on

Lien on

While every atiempt should be made i complete u Claim for Lien sccurately, perhaps the most vital
Claim for Lien is the legal description of the land to which the lien attaches.  Although there has been the odd
lien cloimant fails to identify the correct property on the Claim for Lien, the lien will be found to be invalid. Such was
1998 decision of Elecwical Eqinpmern Co. v. General Motors of Canads where the lien claimant registered its lien on the
hed office rather than it truck plart where the work was done. Tn Bravo Cearen v. University of Toromio the couet léasly stated
the discretionury power of the courl under 5. 6 does nol extend to permit o cour o validale a clim for Hen whers wrong lands are

named The setting out of the wrong lands is a fatal flaw which a court i net em powered under the Construetion Lic Act to corsect.

Gilass Lad v. Charron’s Ouelity Marker Lid. the defendant owned two adjoining lots, Lot 111 and Lot 112, The lien
‘materials for the improvement of Lot 111 but registered o lien on Lot 112. Eventually Lot 112 was going to be used
the market that was being built on Lot 111, In reaching the decision that the lien was valid, the court relied

of “premises” in the CLA which includes “the land occupied by the improvement, of enfeyed therewith’,
e defioel. This case is one of the very few whese u lien on the wrong land was seved. In most
e invalid

pewecmaeeams. PALLETT \ALO LLP

Lawyers & Trade-Mark Agents



