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M. L. ANDREW & CO.,

CINCINNATI, OHIO. U.S.A.

L) INVENTORS AND BUILD-
| R v ERS OF THE MOST
MODERN TYPES OF

Vertical and
Horizontal

Wood-boring
Machines

Any style, any size, any
number of spindles. The
kind that will increase your
dividends, and give you per-
fect satisfaction,

( Patent Horizontal Multiple
spindle boring and routing
machine, built in various
lengths, and equipped to bore
any number of holes, and cut
any pumber of routs desired
at one operation,

( Full information for the
asking.

WE PROTECT THE FIRM AS WELL AS THE EMPLOYEE.

This firm had their jointers equipped with JONES GUARDS and had 1 to pay:
Thejcz’nes Safety D;:vice Co,, Ltd. i ] gl i L};l:’f‘r;%;‘sﬁ\l()”yyc],' 20, 19u8. Our guards have been
Sentlemen i — 1 i i h > y ”
Castny. lr‘:i“ say:n reply to your inquiry as to the result of the case of Norwack vs. Steul & Thuman tested and proved suc-
The Court after a careful consideration of the facts as presented dered judgment of no cause of
lctio_rcl’, on thfe groudndftha;lthke plain}iﬁ' had failed to sho“sr fny :Pa:t 'ofrecl;r:r;n ﬁlejupagrt of the defendanft in CCSSful in the |8W courts
providing safeguards for the knives o the jointer. As you already k o se ot action arose out of an
;‘30‘:13“‘}!’[' Wlll%ch the plali)?'lil? l(i)“ a part oflthe thumb 3{ his r:';;l yha:gwwhilheco;:l::fi:g ac j(‘))iner in the defen- Of two co untl‘ies. Protec-
ant's mill, It was established on the trial that the machine in question w wipped with a JONES GUARD, »
ﬂtl:d mde Bhuatfsi was E;hlblltgd 'lf[fl‘ court.fanld i'i: mechanism and wno?-ki;g fully“eifllala?r?ed. Of coJurse the evif}egce tion to day is better than
showed that it was the plaintiff’s own fault that the guard was not in place, but this did not affect the proof that o
the employer bad é)erfgrmed his full duty by furnishing such :ogul:rg :fleacl;letd l:)slhle machine, and giving in- law expenses to-morrow.
structions in regard to its use. As attorney for the defendant in the action, 1 am very glad to give you this
information, and trust that the result of this case will serve you as an argument that YOUR GUARD is a
SAFETY DEVICE, I am, believe me, very truly yours, Racesr S, KENT, ¢

This firm had their jointers equipped with the old
stvle board guard and had heavy damages to pay:
Toronto, Ont, April 2, 1908
Mr. ] M. Jones, Hamilton, Ont. _
Dear Sir :—The action you refer to was an action
brought by the employee a ainst his employer in re-
spect of injuries sustained while operating a buzz
planer machine, I contended on behalf of plaintiff
that the buzz planer, admittably a dangerous machine,
could be securely guarded without any loss aecruing
to the employer in the working of the machine and
in order to sustain this contention used a model and
diagram of your guard. The Jury finding for the
plaintiff as they did, formed merely on the evidence as
to the practicability and mechanical efficiency of your
Pressure Shaper Guard E}:Jeayrg'id E&eag;ie;}dant seemed to concur in this as
For Double and Single Spindles Yours truly,  H, L, DravTON

Our guards never have to be takEn off the |
machines for any class of work. SEE THE Joiater Guard
POINT? Shipped on 30 days' trial. Write Dotted line shows it at side of
for catalogue. Manufactured by machine for rabbiting.

Jones Safety Device Co.

Limited
22 King William St. - HAMILTON, ONT.




