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left near an incline, 80 that it ran down the incline; b-eauso
the railway company knew or ought to have known of the daýngr
of this interference, and negligently omitted -to take reasonable
precautions to prevent the consequenees of that interfe-roen,e
But, upon appeal, this decision was reversed, the Couirt takin
the view that, upon the principle of Urquhart v. Farrant, the
negligence of the defendants could not be reg-arded s t
effective cause of the accident.

The question is also discussed in Dominion Nat iral Gas Co. v.
Collins, [1909] A.C. 640; and the cases are well collected and ~
viewed in Lothian v. Richards, 12 C.L.R. 165.

This principle appears to me to be fatal to the ptaitiYf's rase
here. The action wilI, therefore, be disînissed as to the electrie
Comnpany, without Cosa.

BRITTON, J. ApRIL 14ru,. 191*3.

LESLIE v. CANADIAN BIRKBECK CO.

Company-Partly Prepaid Sh4res--Represcittatioii-
By-4aw-Acoitni.

Action for an aceoant of profits carned by th e de'fenila n l o r
their predecessors, the Birkbeck Investment Security * uad 'SAy
ings Comipany of Toronto, in respect of or on the Inoneyvs pahj
lu by the plaintif, and for a declaration that such profits '010111(
ha applied upon the plaintiff's shares until paymteut ,zlldt
ha made in fuit of the plaintiff's shares 80 that hf-r shaires ;Ilntll,
rank as fully paid-up te the amnount of $1 ,000.

a1. R. Roaf, for the plainitifr.
Witlicev Nesbitt, K.C., Britton Osier, and E. D. WalIaee, ru

the defendaints.

l3sirrON. J., referred ýto the incorporation of the first eot'j
pa.ny on the 1Oth May, 1893, under Iha Ruiilding jgj
Act, 11.8,0. 1887 eh. 16q; to the rules and by-laws or thalt Coea.
painy; to the allotment to the plaintiff, ini 1895, of ten Éhareca of
the prepaid six par cent. stock of tha llrst comipany., tupc» %Îhiý
obe paid $50 par shara; to the regular receipt by the( plaitifg
of dividends at the rata of six per cent. per innr u1ponth
nxoney paid for the shares; and to the followving sitatemn
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