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ada Aýtiantie R.W. C2o., 25 A.R. 437, 29 S.C.R. 632,'and Gel

v. Grand Trîrnk R.WV. Co,, 10 OJ..R. 511, accepting- the viem

the medical experts called for the plaintif!, that in hier teas

w-as physical injury easdby the explosion. 11e also foLi

though with some slight hesitation, that both township corp,

tions were hiable to the plaintiff, lie assessed the dainagw!

$5-70; anid lie dîrectedl judIgment to lie entered in favoux

Mairkhm against Vaiighan for any damages and costa wI

Markhiam might pay to the plaintiff and for Markiham's
eoats also.

Both defendants appealed against the judgitnent, for

plaintiff, mnd the defendants the Corporation of Vaughan

peailed froin the judgment for relief over. The plaintiff

appealed, on the ground that the damages were assessed( at

simaîl a suin.

The appeals were heard by l3oyn, C., LATCIIFORD and

DLRTON, JJ.
W. P)roudfoot, K.C',, for the Corporation of Vauglian,
Il. C. Maedonaldl, for the Corporation of Markiamn.
1'. IL. Lennox, K.C., and C.VW. Plaxton, for the plaintiff.

Tiii- COUT eld thait the evidencev established physiea

jury, resulting in trautmatio neuraistienia and parltîial deaf

but delndto inierease the dlamages awairded. Tt Nvas held,
thant jujdgnient wasý proplyi (given aigainst botli dfendants,
for relief over against Vaughan.

Thle defendantls' appeals were dismissed with costs, ané

plinitift's appeail without eosts.

[See Tomns v. Toronto R.W. Co., ante 169.1
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ONOIZrlIHF'RN CROWN 13ANK v. INTFARNATIONAI
ELECTRIC CO.

1'romisry NolcIntumn Payable on; I)eod-Negogi
oit Dayj of Date -"vdu"Note - Whetkor T[c

AIffected by De! eecis of Tl-Blsof Arkng ct,
70, 142, 182, 186.

Action to recovvr the amouint of a ronsrynote for

dated the 28th June, 1906, miade, by the defendants, ps.yal

thia cse %NiII Le ireported ia thie Ontario Law Reports.


