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MASON & RîseC LAITD V. BuRi>T-KErrýy, J.-]

App)ea(l-?epui-1 of Local IJiife-Fipdiniif,,-EL>ide
ajppeal by the defeudant fromn the report of a Locai Juc
ajpPa1 was heard in the Weekly Court, Toronto. KEL
a. written judgment, said that the Local Judge had set
which, if aubstantiated, entitled the plaintiffs to suc
careful perussi of th~e material ,atisfied the lemdJud
in~apa that the evidece mus quite sufficient to sul
finudings, and there was no reason for interfvrinig-in fi
reasous foir upholding the reporýt were apparent. TI
shou1d be dismissed %vith costs. L. C. Raiymondl, K.C
atppellanit. Il. F. Uefor- the plaintiffs, respondents,

Wnrr>E V. TOWNS11IP OF'ID&ELENX .D

appeal by thle 'Municipal Corpor-ation of the Township of T
defendants, fromn the report of the Judge of the District
the D)istrictpof Tenxislcamiig, finding that the plaintiff w.,,
to jud»gment against the defendauýits for $750, with intüec
at 5 per cen~t. per amnum from the 20th lune, 1912. T
wasý heard in the, Weèkly Court, Toronto. LENOX,.J., in

judgimivnt, salitl that the 4vonclu*3ion reaehed l)y the Re
right, and that tle, plaintiff was entitled to recover the
interest thereon. The appesi should be disinissed with
judgnent shouldl be entered for the plaintiff aicordingl
the comtii of the action, the refereuce, and this a.ppeal. j
Young, K.C., for* the, appellant,. J. ýM. Ferguson, for thc


