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- Negligence of the defendants was not to be found in any of the
facts proved; and so, whether the cloak in question was stolen
by some one not connected or by some one connected with the
school, or was first taken by some other pupil by mistake or other-
wise without intention to steal it, it could not be found that the
defendants were answerable in damages for its loss.

The appeal should be allowed and the action dismissed.
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Appeal by the defendants from the judgment of Rosg, J., 16
O.W.N. 145. ' ,

The appeal was heard by Mereprrs, C.J.C.P., Ripprny,
L arcarorp, and MippLETON, JJ.
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Tue Courr dismissed the appeal with costs.
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