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the contràct with Fernholmi, is flot cale" r»hîwa
not called, and Fernholi's evïdeýnii> thrfrii~n n,
contradicted. 1 woruld have thought thatt it Judg,-- ,
pression. art, equix aient te). or would juistifx-, a fining thiat
there was eitber a nntnal nîistake or frauid iii theý wriiîten
doerument.

Ilowever, tlie J dw. aie his teî~oi on h gru

that the cîrcumsta.ncvs Makeý it ineqitab,ýie- fortt.'sutt
interpose for the purpose of a spe.itie efrtaas..'h
letter of 26th August ' 1905, . . . w idii 1s riiqd upori
by plaititt as depriving thu agreveent (if ii- iniwi1tabie

icharacter, ïs purely illusory. Il isý flo(N. 1xeetvd i,\iitu
eompany ; it is not even sigliod by.\ Wriight ~ i[ aagr andi
it leaves Feruhio1i entirely ait Nir i'ghit's lnerv ;as7, tsi hat

patsn t wo aer., shorinli lie ult len ani 1allssts'i t.. i11111.
1 ani of opinion i at, exvt putt-îit lg t iue ( ivase iiin the wer
ground upon w hlieh the .Judge ba- chse ti pliae il. lit, has,
exercised a judicial (liseretioli iii 11(,icmatter, alid t1h,1 hu..
judgnient is riglit. The juidgxnent a ipeurs lt 1't 'utUli
eiently fax oiurn.lsh tsi plaintil'> n ii tai th( ;t ion ix s i
mnssedl without cotand wilititu pr uslc s amni at]ion

wh lich plainiffs iiit b, àidyjesi ti briing for, rci~ ittato
an peeific pefonins. srfr returu -f liepret.

ntouiney.

luit *ny opinion, t is( appeal oughtf tso lie ist'-s

DIVISIONAL COURT,,'.

IfNwyZson-i '/niîr Inj;rt/ fi) I>'ycsrn-no î les

Appeal liv sefendants froin ugne~o ~M xti... n

25,in favour of plaintif fr $20 nanatim frstî
agsfor personai injuries fi\ane liiiplaintif fsîilt

fail ripon a sidewal1k iii thiie(it f ' taa vîlgms t..t'
dangprous owîng t.s ifN es.nsit iss lurasn 4bssx u


