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I a for these reasons, with deferoneiie of the opinion
that the Divisional Court in caUling iurther evidence and ini

pesnly exaiinhe aleged utctd in excosf
isjunietion, and~ tli&t the appellant's objections t th

course pursue~d are well foudd
LJpon the nerits, ne uhne csia nm pno

the proper rernedy nider althe crcmtne is to direct a
new trial of theissuie. T'his may be had if the parties, or

~Brittoi, J., I oud nothav been incli0d to it i

But I antut yeystote atthtfuterei

laly podce bfoe heDiisonl outwhi t is deir-

able, inthe best ieests of the afllged lunatebmlf
shoul b submme tote propertrbnl

tNordo 1feel as muh impressed by~ a pni tio o

peseo some delay, tat an order pratiallydpinga

on learned Ju4ge, consider sae of bis letadte

nd nficiig po bi te tirn o
contr] of is popert1 a

ben lntcsol ol e aeafe u adeensrc


