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Whcn the bank received paymcnt from the railway company,
it did flot in any sense receive money belonging to the plaintiffs
or inoriey irnpressed with any trust in favour of the plaintiffs;
and this was so even if the Local Judge was wrong in holding that
the railway company was flot indebted to the defendant at the
date of the service of the attaching order.

The appeal should be dismissed with costs.

RiDDELL, J., agreed with RosE, J.

LENNox, J., agreed that the appeal should be dismissed with
costs.

MEREDITH, C.J.C.P., dissented, for reasons stated in writing.

Appeal dismissed; MERED~ITH, C.J.C.P., dLssenting.
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R[DDELL, J., in a written judgment, said that the third parties
had a contract for the erection of a building ut Calgary, and,
desiring certain mat criai, made a contract with the defendants
(of Toronto) for the saine. The defendants made a contract


