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Judge flnds that it was made with -the intention Of defeatixig t

plaintiff eompany 's claim. The bouse conveyed really reps
sented the bricks bouglit f romn the plainiff company and us

in building it and other bouses. Stripped of forin, and lookiý
only at the substance, the arrangement was a dishonest one

behaif of both the husband and wife to give lier the title throu
lier liuaband to the house and enable hini to escape paymient
the price. Judgment for the plaintiff coxnpany for the amoui

claimed against the defendant George Cole, and declarin.g t

conveyance fraudulent and void against the plaintiff coxupa

and the other creditors of the defendant George Cole; ref,

ence to the Local Master at Hamilton to seil the land and d

tribute the proeeeds ini the ordinary way. Costs to bc paid

the defendants. A. M. Lewis, for the plaintiff eompany. C.
Bell, for the defendant George Cole. P. R. Morris, for the
fendant Sarahi Cole.

CRANE V. IHOVFMMN-MIDDLETON, J.-JUNE 9.

,Sale of Goods-Conditional Sale of Machine- (Jont act

Provision for Sale upon Defaadtl of Paijment and Application

:Proceeds upon Promissory Note Given for Price-Liability

Person Endorsing as Sure ty-R eposs essonl of Mach~ine by V

dor a~nd Use in Business-Acion b2, Vendor upon NVote.] -T

acetion arose out of the samne transactione as Wade v. Cra

ante 478, and was tried witliout a jury at Hamilton.
plaintiff, the owner of a brickyard, agreed Wu sell it. By

ternis of the sale, the deed was to remain in vserow uxiil p
ment of the purcliase-price. The Excelsior Brick Company,
purchaser, made an assigninent for the benefit of creditors; 1

the assignee, in carryinig on the business of the comipanyv, desi

to replace a broken-dIown machine by a new one. The pli
tiff bought the machine, and agreed to seil it Wo the eompn

upo~n the ternis of a conditional sale contract, by whieh the 1

perty was not Wo pass until the price was paid. A promigs
note was given for the priee, and this stipulation was add«e
the note. This action was brought to reeover the amounit of
noto frein the defendant, who endorsed it as surety.

mciewas annexed to and became part of the realty; E
defailit having been mnade ini earrying out the pureliase of
land, the Paniftook possession of the land, anid, with
lanid, Pseio!o the macèhine. The plaintiff operated
yard and treated the mnachine as hi. own property. The
fen~dant set up that, the property not baving passed, and


