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COURT 0F API'EAL.

ýNOVEMBER l9vij, 1912,

-REINHARDBT BREW-ERY LIMJTED, LT AL. V. NIPIS-
O COA COLA BOTTLINGC WOIIKS.

4 O. W'. N. 3;6.

In tcrpleuder- (rdibility fif listn i<u n l'av<our of i'osgessorÀg
I's8< sioie of JncorporIted Company-'ruIJlflding O)ut.
An iluterpdidt-r action wh lerein plaintiffs, exectition ervditors ofone Abraýli:ini id lid ,,îzed eertain go)ods allegecd to beloug tothe snid Ilivid, w hile inip~~ssiI of cndus
LtiDDELL.,. J.. hedd, tliina pitiiifs li noi ;aiicd the oBu'S uponthem of shewîng thait t1u, gonds lu question w-ere not the properiyof defeudants, and dismisscd theo action wilh css
DivisioNAL, C 91RT varied th(- judgmit of ltli>i>EL, J.. aliOxe, bydeclaring tlîat pdlaintiffs xvere eutith.d to a portion of the goods soSeiZed.

COURT 0F API'EAL (ME:nî.JAEsexî;ug), dirisdan
appeal froul judgmnt of Divisional Court, with vosts.

Appeal by the defendants fromn the judgnient of a I)ivi-
sional Court, reversing in part tHe judgîueni(,it at the trial, of
Piddell, J., ini an interpleader issue lcwween the parties.

The plaintiffs w-ere vc\cutioîî crcdiuir's of one, Abraham
David, a.nd( under thieir exec(ýution lîad seizcd the goods in
question, while iii t lcI)su so of the defeudants.

C. Hl. Porter and G'. F. MeParland)ý, for tAie defendants.
M7. R. Stîivth), K.C., for tlie plaintifs>.

In gîingý jUdgluent, TIIDDELLýr, J_. suid W110-1nther tifns,ccnîmeî tduat the onitis ipo U IX)i h plinltifrs fo prove
that the propürty is tiot thcerpct of thedenatI
do Dot think tiiere is sufficient before me to enifi le re f0,
find that: lic oiius lias beni met. . . . The cuei,, fuil
of ýsuspicion " . . e te. Thé learried lge decl'ined to
place reliatîce po Ic l dec of tlieDaisofwii
fainilv flîrce mnnbrswr allud. The other wiîessuo
bol-I hSides lisc doîl cgre . equall u rdibe t
least, nlofhing to tlic oe rr is said.

No lotes of tlie judgnîeîîdt deli\ercl lui thu )eisoa
Court appear in the prîintedi apiwai book, but if is parn
front tlîe formai julignent thiat flie Court rcnredfic Sittua-
lion of file goods> purcliascd f romn Yahalainý asdl'ru roin
flic other go-1 odssi7(, silie., if is oiilv as to 1l1w latter thaï;
the appel wasý allowed. As to tfli atter the Court imist
have been atsidtitat tie plaiîtiff had satisfied an onus
orîginally restîîg uot Iiii-n.


