
FA TES a. WRJIIUT et CO.

For tMe appelat ét mas argediltiai fili, pLiintiti, hai:ingL :i
ted thereeip of t11( S200, msi I) founid t&) hlai faileti 1b
LbIALh thai if Iliat 1bcvi reeein cd il) p1ImtJi ld a dolbi, ufllus hi>
Linony as' to ile uxisteîîoe of a1 demtias eror.tdas

uird~y sc.12 of flic Ev \enc AI, 11.5.0 1 Il. 71,.
The trial Iiiig(, Ileied thie story of buet plainifi' andi con-

ded4 that Mh, faets and cieisaesaddtîeed in iîl nii
ipo)rt of titis iteii, and the other iWrs cl te plai' vbim atid

dlefendanit,'s e-ounitcrielaimii, and the niatuire okf te taiato
1 welationshlip belmween the( plaintiff and Vite dcease'd, ieoe
siuch fad(,s ani iivmtacs ert, sufiiitt rroboiratilbn of

pliti videce: ( breen v. Meeo ( 186), 23 CH, 070.
Tih enied .lugw s right: sue Mushol v. benijaini (1920),

Au 175.

mRS DIVISIONAL COU RT. 1I1wiIH 1921).

YATES iT. RIGHIT & Col.

!sgac-Buldr-Pepralonof Plans for Propospil Iii(lij-
I'rjec Abndo~d >ayenifor PIan'ý -Jmpîie< Agreenieli

)n i the judignîenýlt of the seSeiorèuge f te ('oîurty (%Mrt (if
e C oulntyý of Wentworth-11 in faNour of flic, plaintiff in an avtion
r the reoeyof $820 for preparing plans cf a biling w1h
e defeildants wverc ont npaing Jlifting up1.

The mcton mais tr"ie Witout a jury. Ihe judgmenv une for
Nt) and( costs.

The appeal wa.s hevard hyMmEru (,.OMUL1'
[A.FF and FEIo.SON, JJ.A.
A. W. Langmîdrii,fothplii.

R. C. IL Casels, for thd11dVts

MExtInrJ1, (CXO reading the judgnent of the (%urt, si
lut the plaintiff ias a builder andicnrco and had draftatiluin
i fris oflilce stai. The defendants Sent, for the plaint iff's mlaniager
nd Wod Ilim that hY thou)Ightf of ereeý(tinig art addition to thevir
wt4oey, l)d Iuîni iîat. kind of an addition thevy wanted, andi
ither tLsked imi to prepar lans for it, or acueedin Ilis sug-

oi thaï; lie wvouid prepiare them. Plans wverv prepareil h>


