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I think that, being furnished with a sworn statement,
ahewing that Murphy & Co. were solvent, and on the
strength of that, and having supplied goods to the amaunt
af aver $2,000 to enable the business of John Murphy & Co.
ta be earried on, on the understanding that the detendant
was to get security by chattel rnortgage for the wholi
amount of bis indebtedness, he was justified in taking the
security, and that àt was a valid security under the cîrcuin-
stances stated.

1 find that the goods and chattels seized by the sheriff
of N-'ipissing under the execution placed in his hands by the
plaintifrs were not exigible as against the dlaim of the de-
fendant in this issue. The plaintiffs, J. & T. Bell, must pay
the defëndant's costs of and ineidental'to the issue.

QSLER, J.A. MARCH 15'ri<, 1909.

C.A.-CHAM BERS.

CANADIAN PACIFIC IR, W. C'0. v. BIIOWIM
MTLLING CO.

Appeal to Suprerne Court of Cata-A ppraval of SecurÎty on
A4ppeal-Right of A~ppeal-Tille Io Lanid Brought in
Question-Motion Ia Supreme Court for Leave ta Appeal.

Motion by defendants ta allaw the security on a proposed
appeal by thein ta the Suprerne Court of Canada from the
judg-ment of the Court of Appeal, ante 301.

A. A. Mitiller, for defendants.
Angus MacMurchy, K.C., for plaintiffs.

Q)SLER, J.A. :-Whether, in a case like the prement, the
title ta land îs sa hrought iuta question as to give the de-
fendants the righlt ta appeal ta the Supreme Court without
léavo iý a paint which seemsq not yet ta have bc-en artually
doecided. Whatever titie thev have is adiîtted, but it bas
bee heldl thRt, being what it is, they have no right of coin-
psaIIation in respect af the lands af which they were in pas-
%etgon, under it. Saine of the cases ('ited bv 31r. Mac-
If uchy a(eem ta look in favour o! bis contention; but, with-
out e»xprening any opinion a! my own, 1 aflw the secnrity
valat quantumx, leaving the defendants ta move (if they are
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