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the respondents to dispute it; and, if the latter be the correct
position, the appellant should succeed.

The absence of the minutes is not conclusive against the
actual testimony or against the other circumstances which
appear in evidence. Three machines were acquired afterwards,
the title to which did not depend upon this transfer.

The appeal should be allowed, the judgment below set aside,
and judgment entered for the appellant, with costs, for delivery
of all the machinery and chattels claimed by him.

Garrow and MAcLAREN, JJ.A., concurred.
MageE, J.A., agreed in the result.

MereprrH, C.J.0., dissented, for reasons stated in writing.
In all the circumstances, he was unable to say that the conclu-
sion of faet which was reached by the trial Judge was erroneous.

Appeal allowed; Merepira, C.J.0., dissenting.
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Appeal by the plaintiff from the judgment of MmprETON,
J., 8 O.W.N. 500.

The appeal was heard by Garrow, MAGEE, and HopagIns,
JJ.A., and KLy, J.

W. M. McClemont, for the appellant.
* 8. H. Bradford, K.C., for the defendant, respondent.

Garrow, J.A., said that the action was brought to recover
$1,924 and interest due upon two promissory notes made by



