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Negligenice of the defendants wvas not to be found in any of the
ts proved; and so, whether the cloak ixi question was stolen
some one not connected or by somae one connected with the
SOl, or was first taken by some other pupil by mistake or otiier-

ie without intention to steal it, it could not be found that the
endants; were answerable in damnages for its lose.
The appeal should be allowed and tle action disrniàsed.
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gligience-Collisïon ini Highway of Bic ycle and A utmubi -
Iiijury to Bicyclis4-Evidence--Ou'--Motor Véhick.ý A ct, see.
28-Automobile Turning without Griping Visible or Anii ie
Warning-Findings of Fact of Trial .Judge--A ppeal.

.Appeal by the defendants from't1w jiidgment of RosE, J., 16
W.N. 145'.

The appeal was heard by MERYDmiT, C.J .C.P.. RiDDimu.,
,Tixuoiw, and MIDDLETON,' JJ.
J. M. Ferguson, for the appellants.
J1. E. Anderson, for the plaintiff, respondent.

TUFi CouTiw disrnissed the appeal with eo-sts.
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igment-Action for Maliciouis Proseecution-Verdticl of Juryj in
Favour of Plaîn.Vf-Judgmnent Entered for Pt ai ntiff and
Affirmed by Appeliate <ourt-Decovery of Fresh Evience-
Judgment Obtained bij Fraud-Motiotl under leule 52 --4 »der
of Judge in Court Directing New Trial-A ppeal.

Appeut by the plaintiff from the order of LmnNox, J., 16 O.W.N..


