
G t(TIR v. VILLA GE OP CA1LJiD»f)I-1.

I n ùrder to shew compliance with an order of a master orsuperîor ('flicer. it is nlot neeessary that the order should lx- of aformai and imperative eharaeter. If the crnployeu kiiows what
cviduvntly is required, cf lit. and even if lic suetis,t suflivthing
ini thu way cf doing it, lie being ignorant of dnrand if the
wastvr iidopts and directs it, and in the doîig, cf it an inijurv.to t he worknian is caused, there may be liability* by* thu masterv.

If the employer signifies ini any reasoniable w'ay what iswva i f ,, and the servant, ail in good faith, obey' s, that is suffivjent.
si-v Labatt on Master and Servant, vol. 4, p). 3915.

'Phere w"iI1 be judgmcait for thie plaintiff aginzst the de(fend(-
amats the ('anadian Pacifie lawy 'payfor $l,000 withl
eosts.

The actiont against the defenduanta the Toroutti1 liiniltmi andB3uffalo Railway C'ompany will be disnaissed withi cvste if
SUe osts are denianded.

LATC11FORD, J. No MW N,1914.

GAUTIIIER v. VILLA(HR OF A I>N .

Jllikway-Injury to Peestianii bY F(1 l pon Ice-covered id.
walIc-Liabilifty of MncplCorporatoi -Evidcnmc. el-~lUgencc-'Cross Nelgec "-Mlunicipal Apt R... 14
ch. 192, sec. 460, su b-sec. 3.

Action for damages for personal injuries 8tUstaiiied b)*y r118011
of a fall upon an ie-eovered uidewalk in the vîilage of(aldna

The action was tried by LATcHS'oR, J., without a jury.
W. E. Kelly, K.C., for the plaintiffs,
H. Arreli, for the defendants.

LÂTÇm4'OI, J. :-Thiîs action iii brouglit by Alexis (;luthier-and hiii wife against the defendant corporation for damages rv-sulting fromi in~juries 8listailled by Mrs. Gauthier on the morningof the 6th March, 1914, by falling on an- ice-eovered aidewalknear lier residence, at a point Îimediately east of a drivewayle"dng from the travelled way of a street into the premnises of
one Martindale.


