
W. G. CRAIG & CO. LIMITED v. GILLESPIE.

[Mle use of the word "'approximately " created some troub1e-ý
idicated such a, Iack of definiteneas in the amount as to suggest
a tbing 80 vaguely described could flot have been the real

ect of the contract. The parties agreed to, regard it a-, indi-
ig the rightt W cail for more than the 150 toms, and fixed the(
t at 10 per cent.
As the plaintiffs recovered oniy part of their clauni, and tiil

i a theory nlot put forward in the correspondence orincad
ie pleadings, there should be no costs.
Judgment declaring the defendants liable to pay damages-
il on amount by which delivery in third year under cnrc
lbort of 165 tons; no costs.
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*W.T G. CRAIG & CO. LIMITED v. GLEPE

tel M3ort gage--A ifidavi of Bona Fides Mode by cea-
Sysasurer of Mortga<jee-company--O mission of Stien o f
Deponent's Knowledge of Facts-ills of Sale andChd
>fortgage A c, R-8-0. 1914 eh. 135, sec. 12 (3)-FGtalDee-
Morigage Void as against Creditors of Morigagor-A4sign2menri
of Book-d-ebis.to Credicor of Insolvens-Unjust Preferenice-
Fressure--A signme nts and Prefèrences Act, R.8.O. 1914
c.134, sec. 5.

Letion by a chattel mortgagee and assignee of book-d(eh)tf to,
blislh its right to priority over the assigninent for the benefit

,,fiosunder which the defendant claimed. The goods and
s were sold by arrangement, and the prooeeds awaited the
rmination of this action.

le action was tried without a jury at Kingaton.
r, Yng, for the plaintif company.
L~. B. Cunningham, for the defendant.

VfEI)FTO;,J., ini a witten judgment,,said that the plaintif!
pays Becurity.was flot attacked within 60 days (Asuignments
Frefrene.9Act, R.S.O. 1914 ch. 134, sec. 5(3)), nor was the
pnetto the defendant (nor any assignment) madle within

[aB fter the transaction (Sc. 5 (4)), and so there was no
itoy presumption of invaldity. On the facto, there was

1 This cae and tIi others ao marked to le reported li the Ontario


