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Under sub-s. i of s. ý of the Ontario Act the employer is answerabîe,.ço far as the cG:ndition or arrangement of the ways, etc., is concerned, for
the negligence of ariy person, whether in hi- service or flot, to whom he
intrusts the duty inentioned ini the sub-se'ction, ini the performance of thatduty, in the same way and to the same extert as L!~ wouid have beenanswerab'; at the Common Law had- he taken tupon hin'-,elf personally
the performance or tl'2 duty; and ý%her' an appliance necessary for thesafety of the worknian is required in the course if the work. and thte:.npicne %r directs any orc to provide it ready for the use of the workman,that person is one intrisied with the duty of see&ng thi.t tht applianceiproper. Gi/es v. T1ýarees Iron IVorks Shipé~ui/ding ('o., i Ti e. L..

469, and --<so; Ga/t Publc Sc/ooi Boar-d, r2 A.R, 48o, follo-wed.
! n this case it made no ditTerence that it 'vas flot Gheivn tha! aniv onehad been empioyed to put oui the cieuts as a separaie piece of work' thedefendaîîts knew that the cleats were requi-ed and wvouid --, put on) byth- worknmen whom they sent to do the work of shingling. If thê p!aintýffhad been the workman intrusted with the duty, or even ont. oeU a iurberof worKinen sent to do the work of shin"l1i;ng, diff-erent consiecraticns

woud alpI.).
Lv,-I,.St4nt,,K.C., for plainitiff. /itid/, K.C., for defendants.

Falconbrid-e, C.j1. K. B., Street, J., Britton, J.] -Feb. 5,
LEONARD -2. BURROWS.

47Pa1Chtl: ('ar/j O</-ri'srissizr apptcu/I;y11 é.axaIjoz Of -OS/s-

.b»'ali or ik'~ov
An or'ier made by the judge )Žf a Couutty L*,)trt in a Coutity Courtactioni disniissing an aprIcal from a ungas to the saie of costs upontaxation of the plintiffs' rosts o? the action awarded bw the judgni-nt,is 1n1 ils nature interlocutory and not final, within the meaning of s. 52of the C1-oui)ty Courts Act, R.S. 0. 1897, c. 5.5, and unr appeal lies tberefroni

bo ai )iv:sin'al court to the 1-ligh court.

P.R 195, distiniguished. In.rzag' v. Br-ox, 32 O. R. 418, til - cide.-tion of the righit to appeal 'vas i,01 raised or considered.
~lf C.C~zner,,for defendant. IM . 4 Azke, K. C., for- plaintiffs.

Falcoiibridge, C.J. K.13., Street, J., Britt' o, J.) Lich. 20.
()sT.:R'ouT71. Ost-i uV11T.

The testator by his will gave, deviscd and bequerthed to h:s father"o0ne-half o? 'ny ready moncy, s.ecuritics 'or rioney . -. and On).hait of ail other mny real aînd liersonai estar w')atsoever andi wheresoLvel,


