
RE CLARK.

tbe ways>, etc., Yere prulper: R1. S. 0. 1897 eh. 160, sec. 6, cl. 1.

1lere . if î was the duty of the defendant Webb to sec
that the wýay which lie provided fonr the use of his workrnen wus
kept iii a safe condition, and the act of the defendant Richard-
s niý; en having, as 1 have found, rendered it unsafe, it was
Webb's duty to have guarded agaiîîst the consequences of thai
-tut when lie, becarne aware, or ought to have become aware, of wliat
they liad done.

Kýelly v. Da\-idson, 31 0. R1. 521, 32 O. R. 8, 27 A. R1. 6157,
may be refrred to...

My fringi is tlîat the plaintiff was not guilty of contributory
nt~glige11141 andthut lie ils en)titlfed to judgiiîcît against the de-

fendant Webfor tlie dayliage a ei1ý,,scd 1y flic jury, with costs.
Thl. infcocndition in wlhicîe guga I left was, 1

tliiik, dule to flhc negligence of thie dlefendanâlt Bicha rdson's work-
irin, buit 1 a111 unamble to ue hlow thet p)Ilaintif vanreovr gani

Iiimi. Thiere was nîo init negliigcncc(, hv hiî and W.ehbl. lusneli
gent aiet r-enderel Hite anwvina n ad it mâv bu tha;t Wehb

nmy 11Ln al riglit of actionl a1ga1ist lml- as to that 1 expes n
opinlion;- but Ille neg-igýence ror. whlili I hae ound Webb anis-

werable is mu iticydfeeî elgne i. elgn i nu
beeing tha tlwu gailgway wasý kept I ýv for u Ie hybs wor-kmIlei.

Son wvitliouti cmGt.

lýi. ('LANW 11.GIUT iENVUIAL TPiITSrS ('OUI>(>BA-
TION v. 11ANK OF NlîA,

I din4 atio Rfeene isIPensi1g?rtt ii- yrnen 'f MnePq
inif (Coori b&rlLin y Exrcu(ors bc-rnemnt

twr, 7r~taor~Widowur (imd CrdtrsSacto Court
A dmii'driU .(/(.ir (,rr'« f Poiver bf (7rali 1-drr

m'ldI by Local (ate Ir) aRfeet' hîmnself.

MoftionI fo ('olifirm11 thero t or tlle Local Master I floei
date th 13tih April. 1910, linadeunde the reeeiedirectedl

by anl adii mainoder madefl( liy imi onl thelt n, 1 907.Ji

W. Pl'roldfoot, ,. for ail parties.


