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acomplislîinlg it, if he eau establiSh that the resuit of his
and the defendant's joint efforts was sces

What particulars are to, be furnished before defenee muist
depend upon the facts of eaeh case. As~ ,tated on p. il ; ffOdgersý on Pleading and Practiee, 6th ed., the onl g -eneril
rule thait caui be laid down is that there must be pallrit iu1arv,
sufficient bo apprise the Court and the other paritvý o-f flic-
exact nature of the question to be tried.

1I1 this case 1 think the plaintif! has satisfied thiS r1l ký, aindthaï thie ýtaternent of cdaim and partÀ iculars are, ý1ufrcientlyexplieit to enable the defendant to properlv framn is state-
mnent of defetîce.

Appeal dismissed with eosts to be paîd by defendant in
any event.
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]RE CONIACTAS 'MINES C0. AND TOWN OF CBIT

Assýessment andTae-!nm<Ta-MingC pnySitrplus fr, Yea'sOprat1ions aifl ?e Payinq terpel
*Dstibt oninfivjnd- lilnor Deriredl fromn flte

Mine-Aýssrs8ment Act, sec. 36 (P).

Appel b th(' eoimpanv ;ro 1 ducision of th tntri
Ra Iily al Muilpal Board disisin anapeal 1bv thec~>nvfromr ai di ion if th 011e Corîflievso fr 11wteiwn of Coba1f lt ffrl,îlng an a1,ssessmnt ()f thei io av lit1907, by the towi, for $100,000 in resýpect of ineorneii frnii

their mines.

The appûeal wais heard by Moss. ,OSLR An ,
MýIACLAREN, ME-R]-D 11H, JJA
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