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BILLING v, SEMMENS.

t1er and'Servant-Injury Io Servant-Negligence-D an-
terlous Msachineury-Defect-Want of Guard-AIbsinc-e of
Direct Jividemce of Ca-use of Injury-F&tcores Act-Newv
Trialb-A ppeaL

Ippeal by dtfendants from, order of a Divisional Couirt
). W. R. 17, 7 0. L. R. 340) setting aside nonsuit and
~tîng a new trial.

fV. Rl. Rîddell, K.C., and G. L. Smith, for, defendants.

T. W. Nesbitt, K.C., and J. G. Gauld, Hlamilton, for
itiff.

THE~ COuUR (MOSS, C.J.O., OSLER, MACLENNAN, GAR-

ROW, MACLAREN, JJ.A.) disniissed the appeal with costs.

CARTWRIGHT, MASTER. SEPTEMBER 29Tf1, 1904.

CHAMBERS.

DIJNSTON v. NIAGARA FALLS CONGENTRAT-
ING , C.

Partic'ulars-Bt atement of Defence-Application bef ore x
ami naaion forDiscovery -Particulers for Plead"ig -
Particudars for Trial-A ffidavîil in Support of Applica-

Motion by pflaintiff for particulars of paragraplis 3, A,
and 5$ of the- statelinent oýf defence.

A. R. Clute, for plaintiff.

A. B. Arntrong, for de(fendlants.

TiE MATE.-h statememint of claim *41eges that
plaintiff and defeudants on. lOth October last agreeýd tiat,
plaintiff should mnake certain labels for defendants for

$392.79; that plainItiff d'Ily ini accordance with said agree-
ment mnade anid tendered said labels, but defenidanits refused

SEPTEMBER 28TW-1 1904.


