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3. To Court of Appeal—Leave to Appeal from Order of & Dl;’;,'
sional Court—Findings of Jury. Letcher v. Toronto B. W
Co., 1 0. W. N. 333.—Moss, C.J.0. (Chrs.)

4. To Court of Appeal—Leave to Appeal from Order of a D1v1(;
sional Court — Promissory Note — Bank — Holder 10 Dllf]'
Course. Hubbert v. Home Bank of Canada, 1 O- W. N
701, 20 O. L. R. 651.—C.A.

5. To Court of Appeal—Leave to Appeal from Order of aODWl"
sional Court—Question of Fact. Cooper v. James, 1
N. 151.—Moss, C.J.0. (Chrs.)

6. To Court of Appeal—Leave to Appeal from Order of a DI
sional Court—Question of Importance to Company Applymgb
for Leave—Terms—Respondent’s Costs. Re Good and J ac"R
Y. Shants & Son Co. Limiled, 1 0. W. N. 809, 21 0. Ts &
153.—Moss, C.J.0. (Chrs.)

7. To Court of Appeal—Leave to Appeal from Order of a Dtls‘z
sional Court Affirming Judgment at Trial—Terms—Cos

Security. FHarl v. Reid, 1 0. W. N. 1101.—MACLAREN, J.A-
(Chrs.)

8. To Court of Appeal—Leave to Appeal from Order of a D?e’;
sional Court Refused—Absence of Special Clrcumstan)
Rushton v. Galley, 1 0. W. N. 972.—Maqzs, J.A. (Chr®

jon
9. To Court of Appeal—Removal in Part of Stay of ExeTCuleOm
—Con. Rule 827 (2). Singlehurst v. Wills, 1 O. Wk
- —MacrarexN, J.A. (Chrs.)

10. To Court of Appeal—Right of Appeal from Order of DE’;
sional Court Affirming Judgment of District Oourt’.’Am(},ct.
Involved Exceeding $1,000 — Unorganized Territory wry
secs. 9, 10—Judicature Act, secs. 50, 74, 15, 16, Uil
v. Percwal, 1 0. W, N. 564, 20 O. L. R. 489—C.A.

11. To Court of Appeal—Security for Costs—Con. Rule ézaids
Dispensing with Security—Property of Appellant 11 .
of Respondents—TUncertainty. McCarthy & Sons Co. V-
C. McCarthy, 1 0. W. N. 685.—Moss, C.J.0. (Chrs.)

in
12. To Divisional Court—Leave to Appeal-—OrdeI‘ of J'uii%les in
Chambers—Con. Rule 1278 (777)—Conflicting DeC¥C .

England—Reason to Doubt Correctness of DeciSionﬁxDDELL;
man V. Randolph, 1 0. W. N. 201, 20 0. L. R. 1.—

J. (Chrs.)




