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DÂVIDSON V. GooDWILL--ORDE, J.MRn12.

$4lcior-Ation again8t, fer Negligenoe in Givii*n Bad Advice
-Eudene-R*oieror Emiplovmjnent not Sheen-Findiag of

Feet of Trial Jug-imuIof Actii.-An action for damages
alleged to have been sustsained by the plaintiff as the resuit of
the allegrd negligence of the' defendlant ini advisixng the plaintiff
as bis -4ôiicitor. T11w action wiis tried wNithout a juryv at Peter-
borougli. Om>z, J., in a writtexi judgnit, said, after rnaking a
full statemient of thec evidenice, thiat hie had corne W the conclusion
that the plintiff neyer employed the dlefendant as his solicitor,
anid that there was nothing in the course of the negotiationw Wo
jugtify the inference that thei defendant was emiployed or retained
by the plintifî either zis a lcto or in any other capacity.
Thie plaintiff -iid thint the dlefendi(ant adIvised hirn W tâke csh for
certain shares i an induistrial company. It was that advice
which the plaintiff pointed Wo as being negligently given. The
de@feudaiiit dienied flhat hie gave the advice. The learned Judge
4aid that, iipon all the evidence, it was not elear that the adivice,
if it ever was given, was not, in àll the circumatances, quite proper
and F4oundl. Action disrnissed with coats,. R. R. Hall and C. R.
Widdifield, for the plaintiff. J. F. Strickland and V. J. McElderry,
for the diefendant.


