
Order nmade for prohibition witl[ cosk-.

R. Pl. Loseombe, Bowmanville, soiitor for plaintiffs.

Simipson & Blair, Bomainville, solicitors for dlefendant.

MEREDITH, C.J. APRIL IOTHI, 1902.
CHAMB~ERS.

UDA v. ALGOMA CENTRAL R. W. CO.

Pa r os-~'at~C~tof Decc-G#<Son Aplpli4eafti* fe--
ai*dr Ufter IgNue Joirw4.

Acinby servant against master for negligence causing

personal injuries. The defendlants alleged (3) that the injury

ivas eauised by the negligence of the plaintiff, and (5) that 1 t

was caused by the negligence of the plaintiff's fellow-servanz.

'lte Master in Chambers ordered the defendants to give

particulars of these defences. The defendants appýIealed.

W. 1'. Middleton, for défendants.

Il. L. Punn, for plaintiff.

MEREITC.J.-The material was an affidavit of thie
plaintiff's solicitor stating that the particulars were required

for the purpose of pleading, there being no aflildavýit froni

the plaintif? that the nature of the dJefence intended to bc

set iip wa8 not knowvn to bim. 11aving regard te the nature

of the action and these circumnstances, the order should not
have beeni miade, and 1 arn unable to see what good purpose

it (,an serve except te add te the costs of the litigation.
Aise, it is mianifest that the patrt iculars,, were uot

neddfor the purpose of pleading, for whben the notice Of
motion was served the pleadinge were closed and the cause

wvas kit issue.

Appeal ailowed; conts to the appellants in any *e vent.

Denton, Dunn, & Boiultbee, Toronto, selleiters for
plainitif?.

Hamnilton, Eliîott, & Irving, Sauit Ste. Marie, Solicitora

for defendaiits.

MFEDIT11, C.J. APRIL 10TII, 1902.
CHAMB~ERS.

PENNINGTON v. 'MOIRLEY.

MVerhamieV L en-Acton beguw# by Staftmet f U<-er'o 0g

of O,*.r*j-Staifc8 and8 Rnue-F0 W075 of High Clourt of

Application by defendanta Crosby and Neordyke in an.
action toe nf orce a mechanie's lien, which was commenced bv


