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province of Iltttb CoIumbta.
COURT 0F APPEAL.

Full Court.] TAYLoR v. B.C. ELuOTRIc Rir. Co. Jà> . 9.
Damae8-ew ri~Z-Ecesiveverdict -A ue&rment of dam,

ag6 byj Court of ÂppeWz-Marginal ru2e 869a.
Where a plaintif had recovered damages which, in the op.

inion of the Cpurt of Appeal were excessive, the Court ordered
a new triai. On the second trial a jury increased the damages
frorn $15,000 (granted in the first trial) to $17,500, and the
Court of Appeal, under marginal rifle 869a amuessed the dam.
ages at *12,000.

Sec Praed v. Graharnb (1889), 24 Q.B.D. 53, 59 L.J.Q.B. .40;
Johiston v. Great We'steri Ry. Co. (1904), 2 K.B. 250, 73

G. McPhillips, K.C., for appellant company, MoCrossan,and ffarper, for respondent.

ONTARIO BAR ASS~OCIATION.
The annual meeting of the Ontario Bar Association waa heldat Osgoode Hiail, Toronto, on December 27-8, 1911. The pro.ceedings of the meeting were both interesting and instructive,and indicated that the Association hia justified its existence.

The retiving Prwident, Mr. Eliiott, delivered his farewell ad.dreas, and was foilowed by the Honorary President, Mfr. E. F.B. Johniton, K C., who disetused "Thle conduet of a case at
common law.' "Mr. J. E. Farewell, K.,of Whithy, gave
some rezniiseences of the Anderson trial, a notable event in the
ainais of Canadiaz hiâtory,

A number of reports were read, which told of the largescope of the work undertakcri by the Association, dealing,amongst other thinga, with the following subjects: Law reform;LegaI ethics; Lega! history; The jury s.vstewn; Thle abolition ofh>e right to dower; Ailowances to jurona, Thle establishmnent of
a Divorce Court; Revisjon and consolidation of the rules ofPraetice and tariff of fees; also some matters oornecteit with


