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evidence, the plaintiff will have to wait until Septexuber. Coý
of the motioni to be costs In the cause. H. E. Rose, K.C., f
the defendant. T. N..Phelan, for the plaintif.

DE£N v. CoRi3y DisTiLLERY Co.-BoYD, C.---MRCH 1.

Action for dfamages for breacli of contracta. The Chancell
said that the real and essential nxeaning of the contracts
leases oued upon wss that the defendants were to supply slc
food sufficient for the proper nourishment of 1,200 cattie di
ing the period lu question in the action., lRe procéeded on t,
principles: ,(1) that the amoùunt of the rent is not to be treat
as flxed, but to be ascertained on the footing of the quantum
slop supplied; and (2) that the failure to supply the amou
of slop engaged to be furnished for the food of the cattie
sulted in direct damage to the plaintiff in the deterioration
thie stock in weighit and saleable value. Judgnxcnt for the. pla
tiff for $666, the. amount brought into CoÔurt by the defendan
i respect of rent, and for $7,500 damages. Counterclaim d
missed with costs. If, either party is dissatisfied with t
amnount, it mxay 1be referred to the Master to, go more minuti
into the. items with furtiier evidence: in which case costs o! t
roference will be reserved. I. F. lIellhnuth, K.C., and D. Urc
hart, for the. plaintiff. D. L. McýfCarthy,, K.04, and Fra
McCartiiy, for the defendants.

DIoxizwSON v., ToOzROT R.W. C0.-MASTER IN CHAIBmE
MÂRciH 2.

V.enu-Chaonge-ieses-Epese-Coiweiiieiice.]-,ý
tion by the. defendants to change the venue froin Hainilt
where the. plaintiff lived, to Toronto, where the, defenda&
operated an electrie street railway, and the cause o! action arc
The action wa.9 brought to recover damages for tii. loa ol
teami of horses occasioned by a collision between the. plaintil
waggon and a car of the, defendauts. The. defendants stated t]
thiey had ten witnesses in Toronto, but their names werei
given, nor was it shewn what they would prove. Tii. Mas
said that this weakened the. statezuent: Canieron v. Driscoli
O.W.N. 338. Tiie plaintiff said h. would have only four v
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