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The appeal was heard by FÂLCOKRRIDOL, C.J.K.B., Rnw.
LÂTCOUFORD, and KELLY, JJ.

W. N. Tilley, for the appellants.
G. D. Kelley, for the plaintifts, respondents.

TuE COURT dismissed the appeal with e08ts, beiig of opinion
that, tapon the evidence, the case wa.4 flot distiniguishable f rom
Long v. Toronto R.W. Co. (1914), 50 S.(C.R. '224.

(Written reasons were given by RI miadKiu.,J)

MAY IITH, 191.5.

MeCONNELL v.MUPY

PATTON v. 'MURPH1Y.

Cqrapati-Tftle to ShrsCnrw-ritPrlEvideinc.
-CoUZateral To~ato~ois

Appeal by the defendant Marshall in the two avtions from
the judgmient Of MIDDLETON, J., 7 O.W.N. 812.

The appeal was heard by Màci,,£uu,, J.A., R»i LATCII-
FORD, and KELLY, JJ.

George Bell, K.C., for the appellant.
R. MeKay,. K.C., for the plaintifst.

THE~ COURT dismissed the appeal with coats.

*TORONTO GENERAL TRUSTS CO(RPO(RAýTIO)N v.
GORDON MfACKAY & CO. LIMITRO.

Co<ntra-Conistritetioi--Sge of Stock auid Assets of Comnmer-
cial Compaaij-Âscertainment of Amo«nt Payable - Neiv
Âgreement-Athtority of Solicior-Estoppe.

,Appeal by the plaintiffs f roi the judgment ofi RIDEuL, J.,
33 O.L.R. 183, 7 O.W.N. 822.

*This rae and all oithers mu niarked to be v ur~ in tlw, Ontario Law


