
dantly sustained-even by evidence adduced by plaintiff hi
s0f. Whatever mîghit have been the condition of the si
ýwa1k thiroUgh theV winter, there was such intervention.
the freezinig of the night before the accident as Io mnake

algddefault or neglect oif defendants too remiotely ci
WeCted with the damnage.

'l'lere is an able discussion of the legal effect of i
exnergec which sornetimes arises ini "our unertain a
iniclemient elime.te," and of intvrvening and eoncwring eau
of daimage. in tY'Keeffe v. Mayor, etc., of New York, 29 N.
Appj. Div. 524.

Appeal dismiseed with coas.
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SHIEPPARD PUBLIýSHING CO. v. HARRINS.

Pisoveny-xaminw*iort of Defendant-J-Scope of-Conir

Motion b>' plaintifTs to compel defendant to answer c
tai questions put to hlm on bis examixiation for discove

W. J. Efliott, for plaintiffs.

J. Q. O>Donoghue, for defendant

THE' MASTE-R.-The statenient of claim alleges (1)
agreement b>' defendant ta devote bis whole, tiie to thes
vice of plaintiffs froan 1889 ta Auiguet, 1903; and (2) breî
of said agreemnent « b> carrying o n business on bis ovu
hall both alorie and in partnership with others." Plaii
ask an account of sueh dealinga, and resulting profits, a

dmggfor breach of contract.

The satemnt o de! suce denies aixy such gem
and @y& that, if deedn as ta devote bis w1ole tiuxe


