
thle period ini question. (2) A's to thoe question 0
1 flnd in fa or f plaintifrs, both il, to thle refor
thie uon tract suggested by dtfendanit and aýs to the
tion thcreof ; the inecased price was not to be
initerest. <3) No Suflicienit grolunds havec been
di;stulrb)ing thie accounits statud. I diec l re
the Mlaster at Oraugeville uipon the basîs of thesi
Further direct:ionjs and al questions of costs are rçV
fore me and upon furthur directions cither part 'Y
by affidavit or vivai voc what efforts have, been mad
a balance withiout going before the Master. If t
sliouild intimate thlat the y canl thlemL4elves adjust fil
nd thait, thece will go nlo furtier, probablY I shla

costs. Stay for 30 days.
Walsh & Fislh, Orangeville, solicitors for plaÈ
George Ilohb, Orangeville, solicitor for d1efen<

STRPET, J. MAY 11;
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])AWDY v. HAMILTON, GIISBY, AND il-LBA
ELECTRIC R. W. C0.

Stret Ril way-Âooident Io Pa8senger-Uonditetor Allemp
Paentrr on 31ovinq Car-Scope of Aut1hority of C

COeU v. Toronto R. W. <JO., 25 A. R. 55, f ollom
Action for iiegligence, tried with a jur~y at Well

plaintiff's story was tha.t she was standing on th(
dý1 dufendanis& staition, sigiialliug with lie r liand
thieir uars; whieh was coming on at a rapid rate
which shie wished te get. As the car passed lier,
was seized by the conductor of thie car, and she
from the plafiforin ani carried bodily soine ton 1
thec conductor let go, and sho landed on lier feot; t]


