
CITY OF HAILT ON V. Il. G. & B. R. Il'. (Q.ý

H1ohnies, a-ad he would gix e hini a rate that would flot hurt
hinm. No contract so far.

A fe-w days later Greee meets lines.' and tbis is his
ai,counit of the interx iew and i ibsequent events: " A few
dayv. later 1 again met Mr. IIo1mes. 1 was alone. îîd ke

1 I ltnr- a il t1hing f urther in re 'gard to gas ?' And 1we -.ad:
'Nnothing more than I hiave told. 1 ean*t tell von

eii4etly, but 1 wili guarantee it xviii not eost more than 6
centka.' 1 said, 'If 6 cents is satisfactory to the eompany,

Iwill usýe it.' ilolînes saîd, 'If is ail rïglit, you needn't
worv othing more said ab)out the gas until the meter

wa~~I) red Mr. Abrahart iu flic fore p~art of Oetober.
Mr. 1Ildliies mnade conneetion ready for mie, and 1 laid pipe
and CeonnI(eted myseif, and I began using gas about 23rd
Septemiber, 1905?"

Thsis t1ic eoýntraet sued upon, and is ftie only contract

i cannot understand how there can bc any doubt that
tsUeýli vde aniply jiustified-if, indeed, it dffd not eompel
-theq learnei Judge to tind a lie did.

Appel dsuî~.sd witli eosts.

BRITrON, J., gave reasons in wrîtintr for flhe sanie con-
cIiusiofl.

FALCON)-BRIDCx;E. (3,also coiieurred.

GARROW, J.A. N-%ovEmBFR 24T11, 1906.

C.A.--CHIA]wBERS.

CITY 0F ITAMýITTON.\ v. HIAMILTON, GRIMSBY, AND)
BEAMSVILLE Il. W. CO.

Court of Appeal-Leave Io .lppeal from Judgment ai 7'ial--

Extension of Time-Misake of Solicitor.

Mfotion by defendants for leave fo appeal direetly to the
court of Appeal front the judgnîent at the trial with a jury


