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REPORTS AND NOTES 0F CASES.

Vprovitncc of ontarto.

HIGH COURT 0F JUSTICE.

Riddell, J.J [Nov. 13, 1912.

KELLY v. NEPIGON CONSTRUCTION CO.

Etvidence - Written contract-Parol evidence.
Thoughi terms cannot be imported into a written contract to

vary it, evidence of c'rcunistances surrounding the making of
the contract or contemporaneous with*its performance in whole
or in part, may be taken into consideration in dctermining the?
amount of damages for breach of the contract.

Hl. Cassels, K.O., for defendants. Glyjn Osler, for plaintifis.

Faleôn'bridge, C.J.K.B., Britton, and
Sutherland, JJ.J [Nv 25, 1912.

RICE V'. S0CKETT.

Evidec -PKxpi,ît wins. v ç ho arr.
An "'expert"' is one w-ho, by experience. lins acquired

speciai or peculiar know'iedge of the ,iîhjeet of whici lie under-
takes to testify, and ht does flot inatter wlhetIier' suehi know1edge
hais beeil aequired by study of sciontifie works or hy praetieai
ob)servation.

Potter v. Camnpbell. 16 U.C.R. 10>). andi Siat( v. Davis, 33
~..449, 55 S.0. 339, referred to.
le. L. Meh'innon, for thie plRifltiff. C'. L. fluiihr, for the de-

fondant.

Middleton, J1.] RE HUNTEI. j Dee. 11, 1912.
-rxecttiot-.Iode aeid sufficwnttcy of l<'vy-Neizitre of vash -

Liei-Trustee Act.
H eld, 1. Where an execution creditor duly plaeed his exeeii-

Hion in the b~ands of the sherjiff, who inhtead of proceedfing rt-


