
v. Webster 9 _KL 24j2 decideil 1f fty years ago, hepraetice wais mchstxicer is a stoDge case tlrnuhiýthere the illo1ey was taken O>ut of court. Appea1disfis.with cests.
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GLENN v. RUTJD.Mo*tr andsvaetI-iIYu Dis4imi-cîtuvino

Bracee vCalder, 195 8 ~2 Q.25,appiéd.Action~, trie4 at London, brought to recover dIaeaUlged wrng dismijssal of plaùn'tiff The RIayodC npauy o1 Guelph 1 manufactuê National cream eartlfor dfnas, h ha the sole agcny1e D
appointed th pliitIif sole general aet for f:1w1É£ficulu1nties, n agreed thêt the conttract betweenPJt4and thern shudren in~ fore~ suog ss-Co'nPan shddl continuie to manufacture eaý
sldp, and4ac takîng hal o th>e Province as hstrt)'ý

contiue in~ buiestaymo n d Company oeasea wthe separtors.
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