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in effect asked liere is the sanie thixig, namnely, that while the
express companies hiave put in a competitive tariff with the

postal authorities under whbch they eil compete up to five

pounds weight, we are asked to take the five-pound limitation

off and make them. embark in the carniage of a class of traffie

that the postal authori>ies do not attenipt to carry at ail. We

are alime to the disturbance thiat this resuit xnay have on

the business of the book,-dealers and others who had the use

of tii facility. We are alive also to the inconvenience that

it Inay subject thein to, that has been spoken of, ini the way

of tyling up separate packages, and the like. But it is a situa-

tion that we cannot deal with. The express coxnpany is

within its riglit in limiting itselL, to five pounds. We hiave

no0 authonity to extend it, and in the resuit the îapplication of

the booksellers must fail, and this section 1) will remain

as it was settled, and as it niow stands in tlie classification

effective on the Ist of Mardi of this year.

HON. MR. JUSTIcE BRITTON. JUNE 1ST, 1912.

BALDWIN v. TWNS~HIP 0F WI)DIFIELD.
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Dris- Construction of Rioad Diteh by Municipaity - Flooding
Landq-AM#f for Damage-No Negligene Sheu'n.

LRTON . disrn1ssed an action by plaintiff for damiages arising
from alleged floôdig of luir lands by niegligence of defendants in
~divertlig a streama into a ditoli of inadequate capacity to carry off
the water, on the grouad that no nlegligence lied been shewn, but
the dlsmissal was wihut costs,

Action by plaintiff Eliza, or Elizabeth, Baldwin, owner o
-ý -;ý-', 1/ý oif lot 19. concession B. of the township


