
iioncy,%s recovered in thiÎs action against Boisseau at the su
of Bleasdull. The acquisition of the judgment again
Bleasdell mas not intended to operate as a, satisfaction of ti
aittacheiing( order; that remaîined outstanding for the proie
tion of Boisse:au as against the claim of Bleasdell in th
action. Thte princeiple of' Trust and Loan Co. v. Cuthiber
14 j r. 440 W.pp)llied, even il the assignment of the judginei
at thje suit of the Accounitant badl been as to ail the defei
diauit. By settingi off the judgnments the Court gives effe
to the attaching order as operative and does substantial ju
tice as between plaintiff and defendant.

Appeal allowed and order of Master restored. The a]
pellant t<io hav e bis c-usts of the original application. No\ eucs
of4d' peas
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ItANDALL 'v. OTTAWA ELECTRIC Go.
Neglgene-EedriityU~eof Pole ?y Stralwer-Li7l)ilify-

Finding1s of Jury-Crause of Aci-Camof Wlife f
fnj«ury io ffusband.

Action oximencedl on 2;-th May, 1902, aud brouglit 1
Thomnas E. Rauddll, by bis niext friend, and by.Ranidal'
wite, to recover damages for injuries sustained by Randî
on 19th September, 1901. Randail was a linesmnan lu .t
employ of defendanta the Ottawa Electric Co., and was; 1
tIhat eompany sent to do sone work, on a pole iii the city
Ottâwa. In doing that work Ilie accidentally' came( ini conta
with a live wire, was thrown to the ground, anda was so sei
ously injured that I(he bcanie insa:ne. The action was broug
agaIlinstil thulectriecomai and Ahearu aud Soper (LUi
ied>. At the, frst trial the action was dismissed as gi
the l, ti company, and thec juiry disagreed as to the oth
defendants, Th'le case w-as tae aa Divisional Court,
the Couirt of Appeal, and to the Supreine Couirt of Cana,
(; 0. L. R. G19. 2 0. W. R. 116, 1022, 34 S. C. 11. G98>, wl
the resuilt that a new trial was ordered as againist defendar
Ahearu aud Soper. That trial took place at Ottawa on 221
and 23rd Septexuber isat ID answer to questions submuit
the jury found that these dlefendants were quilty of neg

enmwhieh was the prorxmate cause of the injury to %u
dlini Ieaving the tie wires uncovered and in not cutti

off close. tha ends of these tie wires; and that lie could Di
by tbe exeroise of rèasuoable care have avoided the injui
D.Pfendla-ts Ahear. and Soper did niot own the pole on wvhi


