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old "Portable tanks" of the plaintiffs, which the plaintilsold, and had no property in or possession of.
So long sePurchasers had been in some way quite uxidaai to the gai they were purchasing, the plaintifsé had, as aof la'w, no sufficÎent cause of complaint agaînst the deferand that, according to the evidence adduced at the triifound by the trial Judge to be the case; and the learxLedJustice could flot say that the finding was wrong: butplanlY One which ought flot to be an encouragement tocloser to, the wind.
It was flot contended that the "linscription"I upon the ptanks gave the plaintiffs any right of action in this case;could flot 6e so contended ini respect of any of the dlaims n:the pleadings, the tanks having been sold "out-and-out,'

was said. But it does flot follow that there is no means bya refilling of the tanks by others than themselves Inight beprovided against; nor that an action does not lie for induci
breach of a contmet.

The appeal must be dismissed.

RI»DDLL and KELLY, JJ., concurred.

MASTEN, J., also concurred, for reasons stated in writinm
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SEC~OND DîiSIONAL COURT. DECEmBER 12TH,

*SIMPSON v. LOCAL BOARD 0F IEALTII 0F
BELLEVILLE.

86CUritY for COD.- 4Action agai nst Local 'Board of Healà
Medigl. Offlcer of Health-A m«a of &curity.

Appeal by the plaintiffs froni the order Of MIDDLETON,Cha*nbers, ante 139, afflrming an order of the JuniorJudge at Belleville requiring the appellants to give securilthe. defexidants' cost8 of the action in the suni of $40.
The. appeal was heard by MEREDITU, .C.J.C.P., ROYI.A., LENNoxsand MÂSTEN, JJ.
W. C. Mikel, K.C., for the. appellants.
A. A. Maconald, for the. defendants, respondents.
4lWis ama and aIl others »0 uiaked to b. reported ini the. C1.aw Reporte,


