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Payment in1 d.isregard of the condition upon which the ac.!
was given.

It was argued that the transaction, as put forward by t
fonce, was imnprobale, beeause the plaintiffs would get no 1
out of it. That view is flot correct. There was a very lar
debtednéss, in addition to the overdrawn aceýount, of thi
Rlaiburg conpany to the plaintifsé, upon whieh the pla
were likely to lose, as their local manager said, a large an
The. obtaiiiing of this conditional acceptance operated iii
an equitable assignment by making the amount of $2,500 b
payable to the plaintiffs upon the acceptanee of the nia
by the defendants fromn the New HTazburg comnpany, anxd
the amolunt due thereon becoxuing payable by the defendan

In miy view, the oral evidence was admissible to establi,
condition upon whieh the defendants signed the acceptane

There was some evidenee given that there was no indebt4
f rom thue defendants to the New Hlamburg colnpauy;- but i
agree<l that the decision of this question should stand over
the~ state of aeeouxxt should be ascertained by the liquida
the. eomnpany.

Judgment, therefore, will fot issue until that qust
settled. If it be found that there was no indebtniess, theo

Rhold c dsmisedwith costs. If there was an indebtednejjiidgnuent aiiould b. for the plaintiffs, with costs, for the ai
of the bil, if s0 mueh la due, or such lesser sum as, may b.
due. (For such reduetion, sec Holmes v. Kidd, supra.)

SUTHRLAND, J, MA1tCi 2OTri,
RF SHORT.

Wi1-Co&1rctin--ayncntof Qitarter of Annual Inco
A'.alW to Wi04v, Qiiarterly-Meaniwg of "Qiuarter1Y.ý

Motion I>y the Toronto <Jouerai Trusts Corporation, th,
3uOs n trustqe under the will of Williami B. Short, det,

for u oderdetrmiinga question arising as to the p

The~ ~ moinlu eadi the Weely Court at Toroni

P. W. IlrorK.('., for the. infants.

SUTHUAND J. Theparticular clause is as follows:dir.t he id omPLnYout of the income of my estate t
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