
no evidence that defendants liad any better means of king of the danger than plaintiff. As to ail the miatterespect of which plaintiff can seek here to, charge de-ants, the onus is on hiin: cases above cited and Al'New Gas Co., 1 Ex. D. 251. The secretary liad no0 authto inake admissions on behaif of the company astdefective condition of the scaffoldîng, and defend.knàwledge of it: Bruff v. Great Northern R. W. Coi,& F. 344; Great Western R. W. Co. v. Wjllis, 18 C. B.748; Barrett v. South London Tranmways Co., 18 Q.815; Johnson v. Lindsay, 53 J. P. 599; Newlands Vtional Exnployers' Accident Association, 53 L. T. N. S.
Motion disniissedý witli costs.
W. J. IHatton, Owen Sound, solicitor for plaintilf.
Beatty, Blaïckstock, Nesbitt, Pasken, & hiddell, 5olicJfor defendants.


