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and~ I)eýi 91, 2 (WN93,1 .R.38, 46 S.C.R. 45,

Easern('ostretin (o. irntedv. National Trust Co. Lîirited

and ehmit, 19141 A.'. 197, have no adverse bearing on, the

point iw deied
In this veit was flot nesayto express an1 opinion as

fo Ille righits of 11w plaintiff Mi and to the timber.

Were the ( ourt to grant a new.% trial, it woufl almost eer-

tainly lx- a vruiel kidnss-a it vould W, grantedl onfi.ly pon

payI\Illent of ail ots, and nohe juryf would flott lie likelY to

give l(ess dlaiages than $ý200.
Ap)pealZ dismîssed wit eosts.

OCTOBEH 20TE, .1915.

KAMIINISTIQU1iA, POWIRI CO. v. SVI 1 ERIO1I ROL4 LING
MILLS CO. ,1IMITED).

DaviBroiadt of Coiitract in Taki Elocriic JSnergy .;?11.

pilied bil Puwer Crpy-esreof Damlages-Pecidiar
(]rnody- otï4 il Damna gs Eqiva"ýlenlt to Stipt4al(ite

Price.

Aipeal 1y the de(fendanmt eompaniy from the judgment Of

BaRmro-Ný J., 8 OW.N. 518.

The apeal as hardl by FmLcwNIMUUOE, C.J.K.B., RiuustiE.,

(1. yneh4tauton,1{i, for the appellant compIIafly.

W. N. Tlefoi the plaintif emaY respondenit.

*P1(>NVEER BANK v. CANADIAN BANK 0F COMMERCE,

Gnrn lBiý-Celto Prcdet Io Liabiifty Il1.i.d

Torm orl (Jondition-Bil of Ladirg-Forn (if.

Appea'il by thile dlefeildants froml the( judlgnwnýIt ot MFREDITIT,

(',J,.P., of the, lOth Je,191.5, iii favour of the plIainltiffs, ini

rit act-ion pi.ti a guaramty,.
MCea fruiit-dlealer in Toronto, wishedl te biiy California

*This oap and &Il others so maked to b. re-ported la the. Ontario
bIÀw Roplortm


