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the amolints claimed to be due for principal, interest, and eosi
re8pectively, as prescribed by the Mortgages Act, 10 *Pd, VI-
ch. 51, sec. 27; and second, the defendant proceeded hefore thi
expiration of the month to put up posters and to advertise thi
sale i a nîewspaper. This was a "further proceeding" undE
the statute:- Gibbons v. MeDougall (1879), 26- Gr. 214; Smnith,
Brown (1890), 20 O.R. 165. The present provision is sec. 2
of the statute cited above. The notice of exercising theý powf
of saleý and quhseqiuent proceedingg by the defendant were s(
aside and declared nuli and void. Judgment for the plainti:
for $5 dlainages. The defendant opposed the motion for an il
junction, and the plaintiff had to go to trial; and so the defex(
aut mnuet pay the costs on the lligh Court seale. E. G. Porte
K.C., for the plaintiff. A. Abbott, for the defendantt'
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Master and kServant-Injury to Serva at-Miner Gt W&Y
lJndergrovnd - Stone Fallilg from Pentice -Negligen.,.

F6v4lire to Complete Scalkng Damages.] -The plaintiff sougi
damnages for injuries sustained while working as a miner ini ti
employrment of the defendants in a mine operated by thcex
While the plaintif vwas engaged in drilling at the bottoin of ti
mine, a stone or piece of rock feil front the under side of ti.
pentice, several feet above him, and caused the injuries col]
plained of. The pentice was formed of solid rock; and i
objeet was to afford protection to the workmen at the bottol
of the shaft against the danger of objecta falling uponi theý
fromn the higher levels. The plaintiff alleged that the defendan
were negligent ini not having the walls of the shaft and ti
under aide of the pentice properly scaled; and the learned Judg
who tried the action without a jury, so, found, upon conflietir
evidence, whieh he discussed at length; and found also that tl
plaintiff had been direeted by the foreman to proceed with ti
drilling before the sealing, which had been begun, had beE
flnished. The learned Judge assessed the damages at $750, ar
gave judgmnent for the plaintiff for that sum. with costs. j.,
McXes.îock, for the plaintiff. J. A. Muligan, for the defeui
ants.


