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application under the Vendors and Purchasers Act, was disniissed
by a Divisional Court (FALCO~NBRIDE, C.J.K.B., BRiTToN and
IRIDDEIL, JJ.> Britton, J., gave reasons in1 writing for agreeing
with the resùlt reached by TEETZEL, J., and referred to Berry v.
Hlalifax Banking Co., [1901] 1 Ch. 191. Appeal dismissed withi
costs. W. S. Morden, for the purchaser. Shirley Denison, for
the vendors.

BELL V. CITY OP RÂMILTON DIVISIONAL COUItT-M.AY 12.

High.way-Non-repair of Sidewalk-Snow and I ce.]-An ap-
peal by the defendants from the judgment of BRITTON, J., mite
644, was dismissed with costs by a Divisioinal Court compoeed of
MULOCK, C.J.Ex.D., CLIJTE and MiDDLEToN, JJ. IL E. Rose',
K.C., for the defendants. W. M. MeClemont,,for the plaintiff.


