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should have leave to amend as it might be advisod; that the
appea,.l of the lintiff cop ngainst the(' defendanlt city Cor-
poration shouild 1w dimi ie; ht the costs of Ugt defndnt of
the :appets should be paid by thie plaintiff eompany forthlwith
after taxation ; thiat there should '-w io eo8ts of thie pasýt trialithe
to the plaintiT comspany or the defendant conpany; wnd that, if
nio anmnent should beý niade byv the plintiff companiiy wýithin
mie nionth, thie defendant ýomny'sui ap1pwiwl ;IiotiIl be allowed,
and the action dîsniissed with coats.

SFCOND DIVISIONAL COURT. SEi'rETmBER 23nin, 1920.

*,SHER'IL0CK v. GRAND TRÙINK, R.W. CO.

Raicci-arie-Lssof Trunk (JekdbyPasne-m-
*eWmo of Liaibiitiy-General Order of- 1Rai1iwai or-Pwr

of Boairdl-R-ailwa(y Act, R.S.C. 1,906 ch. 3,, secs. 30 (/1),
(i), 31, $4;0 (3)-"Personal Baggage"-P(ayinent into C'ourt-

Appeal 1by the plaintiff froin the judgment of OSJ., 47
0.L.R. 473, 18 O.N. 208.

The appeal ,vas hea.rd by MuLocK, (C.J.Ex.,Rîu, TH-

LANDi, Wnd MATEN, 11.
T. H1. Crerar, for the appelant.
D. 1- cCrty K.C., for thie defendants, respolidmits.

TiiE COURT disxnissed the appeal withi costs.

SECOND DIVISIONAL COURT. SîrMna24THi, 1920.

*BOSTON LAW 1300K CO. v. CAiNAD)A LAW 1B00K CO.
LIMITED.

Coniract-Sale of Set of Lui, (ot il Fia-ed Price per Volume-'1$5O Volumes more or le&-siaeLaiiyof Vendee
Io Fay for Volumes in~ Exces of M6-ospc usRpesn

Appeal by' the defenldant v'ompianyý frm, lthe ijdgmcut of
MIDLTO, J., 44 0...529, 15 0).W.N. 2941.

-rihis et-ve and ail >t1iers sge iiitrked tl bep 1w ure in the oii riie


