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Partjeg unde: been otherwise ; but since all
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0 vest the 1sons who have a power sufficient
OWEr to ey €gal estate are authorized by the
Purpoge » €Cute a deed necessary for that
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McMaster v. GARLAND.
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€ assigniment of goods—Secizure by
sheriff.
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C Judgment in this case, as reported 3I
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’f‘g, th) O,h affirmed, ARMOUR, J., dissent-
t'.Ons as thought that although the transac-

mEn:t forth had effected good equitable as-
§old by § of the proceeds of the goods when
Ject th. S & Co. the legal right thereto, sub-
Sale, Stille hens.()n the sum to be realized by the
ere ey _femained in Brennan, and therefore
ha s gible under a f. fa. against him in the
moneYSOf_ the sheriff, who would hold the
fit of t ansing from a sale thereof for the bene-
the (‘: ;xecut}on creditors, after first paying
Mec rders given by Brennan on S. S. & Co.
arthy, (3.C., and Clements, for appellent.

e .
SPon dent,K err, Q.C., and Allan Cassels, for re-
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o BADENACH V. SLATER.
¢ed of Assipnment—Payment of trustee.

h Y a deed of assignment made avowedly for
€nefit of creditors, it-was proviccd that the

[Feb. 6.

trustee should be paid for his seryices, and that
he should be liable for wilful default or neg-
lect ” only, but made no provision for the pay-
ment of privileged liens in full or any equitable
valuation of securities held by creditors on the
estate of the assignors, and authorized the
trustee to sell the real and personal property’
assigned by auction or private sale, or in por-
tions, for cash or on credit, and generally on
such terms and in such manner as he shall deem
best or suitable, having regard to the object of
the deed.

Held [affirming the judgment of the Court be-
low,] that the deed could not be impeached as a
fraudulent preference of creditors within the
Act, R. S. O. ch. 118. :

Gibbons, for appellant.

Foster, for respondent.
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HEDSTROM V. THE TORONTO CAR WHEEL CO.
Contract for particular brand of iron.

The judgment in the case, reported 31 C. P.
475, affirmed on appeal with costs.

Bigelow, for appellant.
;. Kerr and Akers, for respondent.

.t

From (). B.| [Feb. 6.

CRATHERN V. BELL.
Promissory notes, undertaking to pay part of.
The judgment of the Court of Queen’s Bench,
reported 46 U. C. R. 365, affirmed on appeal.
Bethune, Q.C., for the appeal.
Delamere, contra.

From Blake, V.C.] [Feb. 6.
STAMMERS V. O’DONOHOE.
Spectfic performance—(ontract evidenced oy
letterss.

The decree of BLAKE, V.C., reported 28 Gr.
207, affirmed on appeal.

O Donohoe, Q.C., for appeal.

F. Bain, contra.



