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Puil Court.][Mrh9
(JaIFPITHS V. WINNIPEG ELE9CTitic Ry. Co.

JUry trial-A ctioit for damage~s caiised by alleged negligetce.

Appeai from judgnient of MNATHRS.~ J., notëd, anite, p. 177,
ordering trial of this action by a jury, disiied with costs.

Maitaliai, for plaintiff. Aikinhs, KOC., and Laird, for defen-
dants.

Fuil Court.] MooRE v. Scorr. IMarch 9.

PromIissI'y ii l-lIold< r iii (Mû cmÉ>rSf-k o~i.iI f con traci
-Plea of frauid-Anncidmcnit-Restituitio iii iineýtcri.

Appeai fromi judrnient of 3.?ii J., noted. ante, p. 174,
dlignii4qied with Porgts.

.iikiti. K.C.. and J. P. Fiqher, for plainitiff. AI. J. 2ladreiv.,
and Dio-bidgi. for defendants.

v.il A.NTR prit S.E~$

.%Iand r <4 ù tiI aithf It-.>l-Diaittf NtIncn he o.t
Aplial rîmiJudinetfr->,qj ane m18

aluwed> with O>>'m. Prd. J1. A.. <ili4-piit i twr.

1»'v hîn .xar~ .1, A .- '1'hvîî'r s of the. V ourt smiuit! as
villueated 1)1v1n. :îm»nie that thert' are i. glut >i ti.iliklit ýrnlint*t<
atit thpefor(' that thte statemnt publiOit.d hy tieft,ltiint wat4

It.~t~t f abwfn~. It 1» n.eemaiv. tg).>i>. the. lailntilf to
sife4. that sis' mhoidd prove malie in the' striet gmmt (if the'

M01111!, It shwni lwiwt<nit tint the rep~orter atid tht. éditar

ecatted metn. kow tint the' Ntntemnt waOI falst.. ani tht.refor.
1usdl nul ri.«g1ga bnle outtca n r excuse for îhitm it. Thety
thit-i rvniolrëtt their eu>yotthe teonîpatiy. lhable ii litian.%
for tut. iiaturi ffltt oif snob publiention î-ven though sîîeh

ni41es>l %vet not foreàemr by thèm.
The. taijdeie hewed that the' plaittif "ott a afio i thte hnnst.

iii ofsq~ec utheir publiratiin anti that the. limw beitng

F . U


