
REK FEAR'iLEY'S 188IGNMEN~T.

NO one appleared for, the appellants.
1. P. Helhuuth, K<.and H. Il. Shaver, for the defendant,

respondent.

THEi COURT di.Snissed thc appeal with eost8.

The plaintiff lavidovieh, iii person, noved before the sanie
Ccurt te reopeni the appeal.

Sarfor the respondent.

The iiidgiii(,it of the Court was delivered by INnm ,
UJ..B. Onthe 25th instant the plaintiff I>avidovieh ap)-

peard beoreus ini person, and then and there was p>eit iîtedl to
aywhat he c0u1d on his owVf behaif. The otiier, plaiiitiffa bail

abandoned,( the appeal.
Mr. Shaver appeared for the (lefendalits, and was îniforiedl(4

that wve would hear hixu later if we found it nccessary to rail
on ini.

Wù have perused the evidence with partieular earc, in view
of the faut that the plaintiff I)avidovjeh bail iot the( adaitiage
of a presentation of hi8 case by eounsel. eind wc find ther appeal
tIfe fetl hopeless.

Not onily is there abundant evi(dnee to support thieIerd
Jud11ge" 's idings of faet, but those findings eesarl and îlu-

evtbyresuit froin the evidenice.
As, to the law there is no question.
We nieyer îintiiated that w'e niight. eould, would, or should
repnthe case, but merely desired toi be suire that no inijustice

had been-i donc.
The former disînissal of the appetal therefore stands.
if the defendants eonsider it worth while, they xnay tax

aigainist the plainiff Davidovieh alone the eosts, of this nmotion.

MErITCJ.C.P. M~ARC 23a», 1915.
*RE FEARNLEY'S ASSIGNMENT.

Assgnmntsand Prefeicnces-As~signnent for Benefit of Cre-
ditors under Assignmnents and Preferences Act--Summary
Application by Assignee for Dûterninadon of (3onflicting
<Jlaims ta Rank on Estate-Jurisdction--Tritstee Act, sec.
66-Rule 600-Contest between Creditor and Suret y.

Motion by an assignee for the henefit of creditors for an order
djetermining conflieing dlaims to rank upon the estate of the
amsignor, in the hands of the applicant.

18-8 o.w..


