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CRAIG v. SHAW.

Court of îlppeal--Leave to Appealý-pecîal R asolm-Sale of Goo<h»-
Action for Price -Place of Delivery-Insredlon-Defect în
Qual . .4 'k,

Motion by defendants for leave to appeal from order of
a Divisional Court, auto 449, affirrning judgment of trial
Judge.

F. E. Hodgins, K.C., for applicants.

R1. J. MeLiiughlin, K.C., for plaintiffs.

MAcLA-RE-N, J.A., held that there were not sufficient
spe i al reasene for treating the cas as exceptional and grant-
ing leave to, appeal. Motion disrnissed with coslts.

JUNE 9rH, 1903.
DIVISIONÂL COURT.

KE-,LLY v. WILSON.

Chosqe in Act<on -,4A8Mgiiielt of - Order for Payment of Jfoncy -
Eqiiitflhie, A4ssgmn Pnxiiieneo of Fund-Fin4<nij of
Fort.

Appeal by decfindaýnt Wilson front judgment Of FAL-
CONBRIP;E, '.. in favour of plaintiff in action to reover
$310, the alnmit of ani order given to plaintiff by defendant

Aldusupn efndii WlsnasfoloB:"Pay teEdward
Kelly the sumn of $310 and chairge s;aie against sale of Stock
and buiesas arrangedI bctween us?'

1). Ti. MCtyfor defendanit.

A. We(ir. ana for plaintiff.

The judgient of the Court (Bovi>, C., FERGýUSON, J.,
MÀcAÎINJ.) wa]s d1eliveredl by

Bovri, C'.-It is concedled thiat the order to pay is in terms
a good equitable assigunent of the fiund. if teewas an
existing fuind out of wich it was to conePhat being so
in law, I think the findiing of the Chief Justice on the facts,
with his eStirniate of the witnesses, is one, that ought net te be

distubed.Affirning thie judgnxent on the facts, that on the
lw follows.

Appoial dilisse(d with costs.


