
THE ONTARIO W1ERKLY NOTES.

Where there is evidence of negligence on the part of thi
ant, although ther e inay al-so be rontributory "n egligenc
part of the plaintiff, the question is for the jury, and ti
not one for a nonsuit.

When it %vas established that the stret-vLr %vas more
feet away on a clear track wý,hen the stalling ocvurred, ané
8treet-car was itted wvith a powerful head-light, the (
shifted, and it was for the defendauits to satisf y the jury
collision was nlot the resuit of their negligence: see
Pacifie R.W. Co. v. Pyne (1919), 48 DJL 243.

The appeal should bce allowed wvith costs, and judgmcei
be entered for the plaintiffs in accordance withi the jr'
wvith costs.

A ppeal l
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*GOODISON v. CROW.

Damagfes-AgreemeinS for Sale of Farm-Covenant te Give I
Posesio-Lsaof Crops intcrtrdLs of Rei-

Prospective Profits from Crop tp b ' e Growrn- Damages.
-A ppeal and Cross-appea-Variation of Jw4jgmenL-

Appeal by th~e defendant aud cross-appeal by the plaji
the judgment of LATCHFOIZD,.J., in an action to recover a
breach of covenant and for deceit iu the matter of an exi
lands between the parties. By the judgment the pli

awarded X1,825 damnages and costs of the action.

The appeal snd cross.-appeal wvere heard byV MzNIFuRlrIT
MAÂ7Ijoe, MAGN, HODGu4a, aud FM.uo, JA.

R, L frackin, for thle defendant.
0. L Lewis, KQfor the plaintiff.


