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'WOOD v. GRAND VALLEY R.W. CO.

aci-Subsoriplion for Bonids of Railwcay Ctompaiiy-Und(er-
,b-iwg Io Construct Branch Une-Signalure to Igi-ecmeizt
-LIability of Company-Persona.l IÂahility of President-
(oney Paid on, Faîth of Unde?-akinýg-on-prfoin&we-
)aimages-DifficZtly of Assessment-Elements to be Cou-
Wered-9?f er1we--Coçis.

3peaI by the defendant Pattison and croee-appeal by the
~iffs from the order of a Divisional Court, 27 O.L.R. 556,
r.N. 556, afflrming with a variation the judgînent of Mînr-
r., 26 O.L.R. 441, 3 O.W.N. 1356.

le .ppeal wa8, heard by MEREorTH, C.J.O., M,ýAAEN,
c, and IloiDous, JJ.A.
J. Holman, KOC., for the appellant.
H. Watson, K.O., and Grayson Smiith, for the defendants

rand Valley Raitway Company.
F. Shepley, K.C., and J. Llarley, K.c., for the plaintiffs.

te jadgment of the Court was delivered by 'MFREDITH,
,:--. .We see no reason for differing f romi the conclu-

of the trial Judge and the Divisional Court as to the
t~y of the railway company and of the appellaut for such

Mas the respondents have sustained by reason of the
1 of the agreement entered into between the railway com-
and Pattison and the respondents. There was ample evi-
to diew that the railway companty aeted upon and obtained

r.ported ini the Onterio La&w Report.


