
THE-

ONTARIO WEEKLY REPORTER.
(To and Includlng November 2i5<, i190J)

VOL. Il. TORON ro, NOVEMBER 26, 1903. NO. 40

OCTOBER 31S'r, 1903.
DIVISI>NAL COURT.

STANDARD LIFE ASSURALNCE CO. v. VILLAGE OF

In the report of this case, ante 922, it is stated tliat de-
fendants appealed froin the order of FFtG(; N J., antte 747,
allowing an appeal froin the order of theu Master in Chamn-
bers, ante 731, and that the appeal was disnissaod.

Týhe statement is incorrect. The parties stated a cage for
the opinion of a Divisional Court, amid it wvas u1pon the case
go stated that the judgment reported amite 922 was givvn.

Trhe question whether it was a proper case for a suxumary
judgnîent was, therefore, not before the I)ivi1sionaýl Court,
who deait with the monîts of the case upon the facts as aigreed
upon by the parties.

I~ItLTON, J.NovEMBER 14T11, 1903.

WEEKLY COURT.

RE PAKENIIAM PORK PACKINO C0.

Colnainy- Ildn-PA/inRfga of Leave la Prgceed-
Rcefusa/ of Leave Io A"je.aI.

Motion by William Gorrell for leave to appeal frein order
of BRITroN, J. (anto 951), afllrming order of MeAndirew,
Officiai Referce, dismnissing application for leave to proceed
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