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the navigation coinpany made a perfectly legitiniâte, honlest,

and usual agreement; they spent money on the strength of

it; they are guilty of no f raud or irnproprîcty; they are un-

questioably etitled to the property unless their solicitors,

.aNe imade' a s;lip in preparing documents. I think they

v,,ýulId hîave e\ irv reasontt l complain if a slip of the soicitors

ot their opponenti were healed by the Court to take advant-

age of a slip of tlieir own solicitors whiieli the Court cannot

heal.
Of course, 1 could not liimit the appeal to the one ground,

whieh would not disflose of the case ; the Court of Appeal

La,, quite eiietuh to do to giv e actual litigatits their rights

in ictiora pru.p)erly beforc it, withuut taking up acadlemical

questioný-ai ail I~n~ if thal ble desired the initiatiNe

(,'tcnie froni aithr ouce
The ulion)i will be dinise ithi costs.

IloN. MR. Jî SIcçE BIITTON;. OCTOBFRI 24THI, 1912.

QVIST v. SERPENT RIVER LOGGING C'O.

4 0. W. N. 159.

NegIgene-lIqtCravd gerttt-Notîrce of Injurji Faibire to givt'

Wfitihin Preperr '1iel'uo<B1eEcus8e-Mîi5«ke as to Sume
cf leser bseceof Prejudice-R. S. 0. (1897), o. 160, et.

13 l, 14.

BRITTON, J.,ih1,1. that wiîere ffisïntiff. a farpi2gner, bild been

confined te tiehe îta fuin- 111 arn s. dyniteposn by whilh

he bail leslt bis :11igh,1 udad îhirlttg igoacl erruneotlly in-

strncteýd his a(' loic ior 1,>t t11, n1:11n1 (J bi, éemploye %r, thn cssi

thora te serve P iee acIden tipn tise ý, wrefl pstwsthrew

resonabtlCue for \wanit -f notice and defendants »RI[ not been

prejudiccd threy s tiri f,,remain knew of the acietandf n!1

their witns5eswer avi abe nd that therefe>re the jury tisvilig

fourni negl-,igence plaintiff was entitled te recover.

rîred at Sauit Ste. Marie, with a jury.

W. A. Ileuderson, for tite plainiff.

J. E. Irving, for tlie defendants.

IloN. MRt. Jî .'ricp, BRITTON :-The plainîif! was a würk-

iran in the vintploy of tlie deféndunts. The defendants were

constructing a road-over wlih, it was their intention to

haul timuber front lintits owned by thern. In the cotistrue-

tion of titis rond, it was necessary to rernove rock hy blast-

ing. The plaintiff alleges that lie was inexperienced in the


