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wuF-ethe derrick and its management) the foundry coin-
pany are referred to.

Thi8 latter part is arnbiguous. It mnas, lîowicer, be taken
té: mean ýonly that the foundry coinpany werc in c.harge of
thit lurt of the joint operations, in view of the statement of
dalimr snd thie particulars, as a whole.

In any caethe present motion will flot have been useless.
he plaintiff wili pvrlîaps. ind that if he succeeds in the

action he will do( so as bcin- the servant of all the three do-
ff-d&ts and eai only recover damnages accordingly. If it
w& a joint work it must have heen a joint employnient.

It wiL said in on1e case by Bowen, L.,)., that one partx
ûuid not dictate to the other how 1ie was to plead. And ini
IIinds v. Towni of Barrie, <; 0. L. IL. at p. 660, Osier, J.A.,

lureedhs regret that the autliorities required plaintiff
te c, and gave " liberty to amend liv si.ting ut>, if ihe ean,
a joint cause of action."

ht therefore seets, right te disiniss the motions witli custs
in the cause. Defendants should plead within a week after
the issue of thlis order. Plainiff, if lie desires to do so, ean
aniend his particlars, and statement of claim. Thlis should
beo done before thie order is issued, so that defendants niay
know whbat case thiey have te meet.

If pilaintifr is flot making anv separate claimni aainist tue
f~nd' vopn, this might be recited in the or-dur, and

Fo aziy amei11nunt by plaintiff nwy be unnecessarv if lie is
p wp rdt staind by bhiis pleýad1ing>, in tîteir present shape.
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Iii BA'NK OF TORIONTO ADDICKTNSON.

JaIrpIed.r-otiy I)posied Bank l Cri1b ,f 'l'h ee
~g~,,-u 9 uof Tiro M b Î Witidra-Di jsput-i, iqht of

Motion 1)y thet Bank of TIoronto for an interpieader ordor.
IL E. Rose, for the bank.

Job) )iekinson was not represented.
Hl, J. Se-oti, K.C., for the otlier two executors.


