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y very well have discounted the evidenee of the
>ractieally the only witness, as to ité mnasure-
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the twe physicians, say that the plaintiff was
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are not ineonsistent with answers previously
' stateînonts in Court. They were fully ini-

,lot thinit the judgment for the plaintiff upon
Odb disturbed.

IDIN, JJ.A., cencurred.

Appeal dismis*ed.
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