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pilant Cosfield No>ith $11,000 odd. By no ingenuity could the
pceuiar adantgedirect or indirect, bie brought up to

$ý50,000-anid no othier kind of advantage was suggestcd. Sueh a
m-eeme shoul rievur, he approved of-it would bie throwing away

11o1nV'y. it wais not as though those who were înjured had no

remed; thu ('ours wvere open, and, full compensation might be
haid f111oin 'n f'end'(inig municipality or person. It was nover in-

teddthat this Aet should bo made a means of throwing away
Iuooy:MeGllirayv, Towniship of Lochiel (1904), 8 O.L.R.

446, 453;1 Gosfiebd Souith v. 'Mer-sea (1895), 1 Clarke & Seully's
D)rinauge ('uises '26S, 270, pur- Br-itton, Drainage Reforee, whose

deoisiozi should ho aproodad followed.
Rýe rio iship of or-ford mind Trownisip of Aldborough (1912),

27î.L 10-j' ami Rue TowNvship of Hluntley and Township of
Mareh1 ( 1909), 1 <X.W.N. 190, 14 O.W.R. 1033, were also re-

oii ai aîpjalI to the 1)rainage Referce, ho must consider the
uhj~tinsto thov seheine advaned by the appellaiit, and no

strii gr-ound vould hie suggested than that the sohleme wouid
ýobt inore than it was worth.

The uppouls should lie allowed, and the appellunts 'should
hauvethr vtthogot

FALQNnWoE ('J.KB.,and LATCIIFORD, J., coonuurred.

Kiij~v J., aSo ooneurr-1ed, for roatsons to be stated in wiig

AppeaLq allowed (.

OCTOBER 4TuT, 1915.

J)ONOVAN v. WHI1T1SI1)ES.

Sale of Gimuds Com4Illion ils 1u uqk l Nonfulfilment-Lscis-
Sion- hý litrn) "f M1onyý Paid amdlom&r .Votcs (Uven-

Dama quh f et arn of fYoods.

Apelb, t h(-u1 efondanlts f rom tho jugmol(nt Of SUTHEýRLAND),
J.,8 .\\.N. 4S3.

Trho appt. i ww,;hudb ÂIeNaE ('.J..B, RID ML

H. (' Macdnaldfor. tho pelns
J. . angtaffor. the plainitiff, respondent.

TuvwE ('URlismiissedj thc aippeaýl with eosts.


