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L passed ta Martin. But he did not assert that right. if lie
*sessed il. On the contrary, hie afterwards accepted tlroa
kinson a trainsfer on the basis of the sale to imii having been
,àlid sale, but subsequently eani-elled b)y mnutual arrangemient.
THow cana he now le heard to assert any higlier riglit to the
)perty than Atkinson ecluld? 1 He is not in a posýition, as it
pears to me, to, invoke the provisions of sec. 14 of the Assign-
,nts and Prefe-rences Act. But, if he eouldL 1 arn of opinion.
at present adiethat il would flot avail hlmii, beciaivse flig
igrnent unlder whiehI the goods are now held is flot a jdmn
sinst the assigniors or their good:, but a juidgint againat
icinson and blis goodIs.
In my juidgrent, the appe-al shouild he imisd
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mfadŽtlcof M1?iiigPrptisPrcasyr~ Payable
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icIioni fo- Paymneit into Coiirt.

Application "for an order granting leave ta the plIaintifs-
resciiid the eontract in the pleadings mieutionled for defalt
paymnent of the( in8talmenits due the 6th Novelliber, 1904.4

h May, 1910, and 6th Novemnber, 1910, or for an ordier gratt
g leave to the plaintiffs ta rescind the said omitreet ufless th4e
stalments of puirehiase-inioney ' ui arrear be piMd Vithlin al timett
lie llxed by" the Court, or for suieh further or other orderm
the Court nia> seeni meet.
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