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cours(, of the plaintiff's employaient as a baggagemimn up0U
dlefendaint;' railway. The plaintiff made an alternative clam
daimages for breach of contract ini not giving him employxnent

er lie recovered f rom bis injuries.
~The defendants set up a release exeeuted by the plaÎntÎfi.
the trial ait St. (Catharines, the issue as to the release was

ind in favour of the defendants, and judgment was r asri
the alternative dlaim.,

M. J. Me-Carron, for the plaintiff.
W. E. Foster, K.('., for the defendants.

FA TAONIMIDGE, ('.J.K.B., in a written judgînent, addalg
J, thIe ailternative elaim, that the plainiff w as by no0 mnsj
Werate (ailthough lie xnight niît haveý had sufficient edueMaioi
fil] 011e of' the positions which be desired Ito get), and 1w exee(,(uted
-relse. Hlis daughter said that Il( told McCraw, the 1dalims-

,lit, when buh was writing il, not lo forget to put il' tllat tlle
rýtor's anid bospital bis shotild Iw paid hy Illcefedn

was a piythat lie did not initon baiving flic :lgreuliift l'O

lhai wrtten in. Ih l()\ now aIlldthtpuis ste

iditioni of blis sîgi11n the e(, .M( rwdne it. T'le
lm1tiff'.s dagte orroborated he a e tatieunwnt, buit on

~a-eamiatîo stt tht Mera aid Iw would do Is best
getI a po.sihnfrteplitf oth litf'skolde
ýf'raw was niot thec offilt' cvhn id maýkeu thie app)oitnîet to
v of thw posýitions. iln questionl.
1T1w correspon4ldnee shew'ed tht w defendantsli. did mlae

rui ide efforts1, to give thle plain11tifï *iploymn-vna e the
~,ir,\ of six nîunths froin t0wacdet
The Iuarnled ('if J ustic saIîd that lit, lud re:rueind r-
isidi ee ail fili calses vited by hîiii Arki v. radTrunk1

W. ( 'o. ( 19ýý13), 141 ). L. 78, 9, -) (.WJ. 162. Th111 Nwcre'
nially apî>licahle to thlis cimi as to hile other part- of the ase

thou)lght tll:at n) Court couild ilpose of this *,u i fvtru

pliiiiif, anlld onl thlis bran1fcb als'o he fiied.
The autionl heud t dismlissed, inll teeruntile witil

t cost.s.


