
SARNIA MIETAL PRODUGTS CO. LIMITED.

defendant should not, withîn one month, or such furthler
Judge may allow, amend his notice of appeal anud ask,

ion, his appeal should be disinissed without costs, If lie
amnend, there should be a reference to sette oncyncs
-msation, and adjust ail matters betweexii the, partiesý
)ut of their righits iis deterimined by this judgmeunt, and
ir-ctions, a*d eost-s of the reference Fhould be esevd
defend-nt rhould not so amend, the plaintiff's appf aI

uLL and SUTIERAz~ND, JJ., agreed lxi the resuit.

EN, J., read a dissenting judgmnent. Hie was of opiion
mion h9A biecome impossble; that the plaintifï',s appeai

digmissed with costa, and the defendant's cosap
without costs.

JudgnwnW below varied (MASTEN, J-., dîsi&Ietmg).

.>xVzSIOeNuL COURT. NovEMBER 19¶rH, 1920.

SARINIA METAL PRODUCTS CO. LIMITED.

rJo4ffi--);clance of Buqjer on SU11l of Seller-Machine
îre4 fr Specific Purpose Io Knotcledge of Seller-Righi to
1 «a Unworkable-Waîver-Return of Machine--Reiiirrn
Consignment"-Evidence,-Findings of Maser-Appeal-
Dance of Claimi of Creditor again8t Insolent Eslate Mn
Iing-tup MaiUer.

i by the A. Rl. Williams Machinery Company Lîmited
order of KELL.Y, J., 18 O.W.N. O8, dismuissing an appeal
eprt of the Local Mfaster at Saxmia staiing that he hoxd
d4.110f the appellanta' dlaim of $4,292.49, filed with the
r of the Sarnia company in a winding-up, except &300.

apelwas heard by MluLOCK, C.J. Ex., Riiz>Eu,

Mdagon, for the appellants.
Blefor the liquidator, the respondent.

DOURT allowed the appeal and the appellants' full claim,
a of provirng the claim and of the two appeals.


