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lim-itiig iLs fiability as ta the aniaunt of damages ta b. recavered for lois or
injury tu such goods arising-fromn negligen ce. Pb.gd v. Grand 7ink R. W Co.
(IX 1SC,R..612) and Rate v. Canadian Pacifr A.W. Co. (15 A.R. 388) dis-
tinguished.

The G.T. R,W. Co. received from R. a horse ta be carried over its line,
and the agent of the Company and R. signed a contract for such carrnage, which
contained this provision. IlThe company shall inl no case be responsible for
any amnount exceeding one hundred dollars for each and any horse,"1 etc.

Held, affirming the decision of the Court of Appeal, that the words Ilshail
'~no case be respoiiiiblel' were sufficiently general to caver ail cases of lois,

howsoever caused, andi tht barbe havint; been kihled hy negligence af servants
af the conipany, R. could flot recover more than Sroo, though the value of the
horse largely exceeded that amount.

Appeal dismissed with costs,
Mois, QGC., and CaMler înr the appellant.
Osier, Q.C., and W. NesbiIt for the respondent.

Ontario.] BELL V. WRIGHT. [june 24.

Soic ior-Lien for costs-Fund in court-Priority ofayetSfo

In a suit for construction af a will and administration of testator's estate,
where the land of the estate had been sold and the proceeds paid inta court.

J., a beneflciary under the will and entitled to a share in said fund, was ordered
personally to pay certain casts ta other beneficiaries.

Heidý reversîng the decision of the Court of Appeal (16 P.R. 335), that the
soliczitor of J. had a lien on the fund in court for bis caste as between solicitor

and client in priority ta the parties who had been allowed couts againet J. per-
sonally.

h'eld, al5o, that the referee before whom the administration proceeding3
were pending had na authority to inake an order depriving the sulicitor of bis

lien, nat haviny, been se directed by the administration order, and ne general

order permitting such an interference with the solicitor's pina fadie right to
the fund.

Appeal allowed with cashs.
Armour, Q.C., and Mcfirayne for the appellants.
Lefroy and Bock for the respondents.

Ontaio.] VALAD v. TOWNSHIP 0F COLCHESTER SOUTH, . n 4

Pt-ccice-,eforence-Re,4ort of referee-7ipete for moving agains-Aoice olf

tpai-Con. Ries 848, ?49 -Exitension of lime- Co.11,rmaion of reoort
by lapse of time.
In an action by V. against a rnunicipality for damage% from injury ta pro.

perty by the neglîgent construction af a drain, a reference was ordered ta an
offcial referte "for inquiry and report pursuant ta section ICI of the judicature

Act, and Rule 552 of the 'High Court ai justice." Tht referee reparted that

the drain was improperly constructed, and that V. was entitled ta $6So


