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arehiteet 's letter of the 14th Mardi made no0 eomplaint about

eolour. This letter the defendants professed to set out in theÎr

letter of the l4th March, but part of it was, by accident or de-

sign, omitted.
lit view of these fiidings of f aet, the legal objections were

not tenable.
This eostly litigation was ail about the sum of $23. as the de-.

fendants were willing to pay $102.
The appeal should bc dismissed with costs.

SEPTEMBER 22D 1915.

BALLANTYNE v. T. J. EANSOR & CO.

JIaster a nd Servant-InÎury to Fervant-~Negigen.c(3Fildiflg
of Jury-Evidelce-I-ncompetence of Fellow-çervan tCom-

mon Employjment.

Appeal by the plaintiff f rom the judgment of LE'NNOX, J., 8

O.W.N. 297,

The appeal was heard by FALCONBRI)GE, C.J .K.B.. RIDDELL,

LATCHIPoRD, and KELLY, JJ.
1). L. McCarthy, K.C., for tie appellant.

T. Mercer Morton, for the defendants, respondents.

THE Ç'ouwR dismissed the appeal with eosts.

MACLAIEN, INA. Cs(HAMBER.S. SEPTEMBER 21ST, 1915.

*REAUME v. C'ITY 0F WINDSOR.

Appeai--Supreme Court of Canada--Extensîon of Time for (liv-

ing ÂSecurity-Supreme Court Act, R.S.C. 1906 ch. 139,
secs. 69, 71-Çpecial Circumstances.

Motion by the plainiffs for au order allowing their appeal to

the Supremne Court of Canada f rom the judgmnent of the Appel-

late I>iviLion, 8 0.W.N. 505, notwithistanding that it was not

brought wîthin the 60 days flxed by sec. 69 of the Supreme

Court Act, R.S.C. 1906 eh. 139.

*This case and &il othera so ma.rked to be reported in the Ontario
Law Reports.


