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HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE.

Riddell, J.] [Nov. 13, 1912,
Kruny v. Nepigon ConstrucTioN Co.
Evidence — Written contract—Parol evidence.

Though terms cannot be imported into & written contraet to
vary it, evidence of circumstances surrounding the making of
the contract or contemporaneous with its performance in whole
or in part, may be taken into consideration in determining the
amount of damages for breach of the contract.

H. Cassels, K.C., for defendants. Glyn Osler, for plaintiffs,

Faleonbridge, C.J.K.B., Britton. and
Sutherland, JJ.] [Nov. 25, 1912,

Rice v. SockeTrT,
Evidence—Erpert witnesscs, who are.

An ‘“‘expert”’ is ome who, hy experience, has acquired
special or peculiar knowledge of the subjeet of which he under-
takes to testify, and it does not matter whether such knowledge
hag been acquired by study of scientific works or hy practical
observation.

Patter v, Campbell, 16 U.C.R. 100, and Stafc v. Davis, 33
N.E. 449, 55 8.C. 339, referred to.

K. L. MeKinnon, for the plaintiff. ', L. Dunbar. for the de-
fendant,

Middleton, J.] Re HuNTeg, [Dee. 11, 1912,

Ereculion—Mode and sufficiency of levy—Neizure of cazh --
Lien—Trustee Act,

Held, 1. Where an execution sreditor duly placed his execu-
tion in the hands of the sheriff, who instead of proceeding re




