
CLAR liNV. LEE.

of the wail in thie fir-t cane w'as siynilar fo thait of tAie nilk-
stand in, the othuir. 'llie disincn, iii d!ouhtf is M theý P 1rý)]
who merete tue ru--jiîve obtutosor niacs

Thje presenti 1ae think, conies \wîthin sc10,aý on
1,did Ydenan, ani the.v are enitird,( to havei thu casec

rri(ed wthlouf ai jury. 'Phis. w ould not iîroal 11)oli

If the prînciple lidi dlomi bLitr,.A. ini lIlniff v.
Township oif Kiaybanî, supra,.scrrci woul sue'n i
that this is "nnrp ir,"a 0we sttei f daimii ailge,

clnand naewith, an exeedfigly mohsrfcwhc
isesecaly angvrous in moi,[ meather, ;11nd th1is wa;1 lou

guardedl against by hav ing the ordlinaryrogtfi.hw
is ait once usuial and prudent to adopt in ii uuae.

The allegaions here are very sintilar toi th1' Iiflie crase
of Ince v. ('If\ of Toronto, 27 A. R. 410, 1 fi. t. 2,
which %%as trit ( without a jury

Cosi te efumndants ini any event.

Non-epar "scns to iuean any omniýs 5ioîî of duîjv onj
the part of t1he înitpality whiel, Illke te Imîgiîway1
uisafu. ainanwrado lkdfcieyamdie~ n

it in. such unsafe condition wotild seern tu bu nnrp r
wîithin the w ord ette statuite as intrprte thflceau.

CLARK v. LHE.

11S'ummary Judgmeitt Action oit BUi of (ot an~
Agrsemfnici "f Solicilor Io Conduch Actitnwihhu tmwr

Motion by plainiff te consolidate this action (inutf(,c Iligli
Court) wit h an action brought against plaintiff by dfn
dant in a C'eunty Court, and for sumnîary iudgxnent, in
this, action, with a reference for taxation of the bille ot
te recover the amoant ef which this action was brouglit.

C. A. Mess, for plaintiff.

J. E. Cook, for defendant.


