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dant bas got a verandali nearly as good as that which sb
tracted for, and yet the resuit of this judgment is, th
escapes'payiug anything for it except the'$10 whieh si
already paid.

This judgment, however, does flot in any way preclu
plaintif! from reeoveriug if it ïis possible for -him toi
what lias been wrongly doue. Ail that is decided is that
time this action was brouglit lie had no cause of action
spect of the contract.S

We think, under ail the circumstances, that we sliould
wliat wvas done by the Officiai Ileferee, and dîimiss the
without costs.

DivisioNÂL CouRT. JANUARY 10THI,

'WILLS v. BROWNE.

BaletMnae-elgnePrba Tiifft - Del,

to, A-nothsr-Liability for.

Action iu the Couuty Court of the Couuty of York to i
$300, iu the eircuxnstances mentioncd below.

The action was tried by DENlToN, Jun.Co.C.J., wit
jury.

W. D. McPherson, K.O., for the plaintif!.
Il. C. Macdonald, for the defendant.

DENTON, Jun.Co.C.J. :-The plaintiff is a real estate
having an office in College street, Toronto; the defenda
grocer, bis firm liaving its store close to the plaintiff's r
business. The plaintif£ and defendant liad hadl businei
ings before the transaction in question oceurred, the 1
having eollected the defendant 's rents, and the defendant
borrowed money from the plaintiff from time to tilue
security of these reuts. On Saturday the 22nd July, 1(,
tween il and 11.30 in the morning, the plaintif! went
de! endant 'a store and asked hlm if lie liad time to go è
the city hall and buy for him $500 worth of tickets o!
sion to the 4janadian National Exhibition. These ticket
then be bouglit at a discount o! 10 per cent.; in other
$450 would buy $500 worth o! tickets. The defendant si
lie had the time, and that lie would get tlie tickets, whereu


