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Ir, taxes to the amount of about $5,000 were reur
of injuries sustained by the fires of that year, ai
Sthere was necesarily a deficit te that amiount

io deficit i the sueeeeding years,.and se ne rema4
[Jie defçeadants uig any of the borrowed money
i loe, even if they would have had power to
een any such losses.
endauts lied beeu throughout,. i good faitli, g

legislation referred to; and ther was no good rn
Ir this litigation.
ned Chief Justice stated sud niegatived the centen
Iport of the appeal and of the action.
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d&--Conraet for S-upplyt of Fr&¶h F4ruit of Speo
1 QaiyDeliery of Fruit of Infrîor Sze and Qv
n fur Prfrce--Representaiion and WVarrant"Brea
rin from CQffra4t-prce-A8certainiment of'Amoii
i4cid- Eiderc - Aflooances -Set-coff - Damai
1 in1w oiic>rt--Offer b?re Acti'on--Costs-ý-Appeal

)y the plaitiffs and oroms-appeal by the defenid
Ign1(ent Of WjziLr, J., 16 O.W.N. 109.

>eal and crs-pelwere heard by MEU1RtL
»»ma 1 , LA.&rcrJwooe aud MILIPLETON, M.

10odman, fJý' the çlefendants.

,J., rea4 a judgment, in ihich heo said thiat the p
&mn of fruit-m rhat, carryiug on business i Lon
e deedan ta wero whoesale fruit-dealers, carr

in orotowhoboQ h frein the plaintifîs 700 ci

te pla f mued for theaprie ofthe peaches, and
et~ up a partial dfnethat the peaches were nc
P trial Judge gave effect to the defendants' centeni


