
76 THE ONTARIO WEEKLY NOTES.

provI-iorl ' of the %%il[- This docUment vwas not sdiewn to her. Th, 'Master

dirnssd h motion, holding thait m1hnt thie defendant was riiueýLted to do

wast niot rceatut the issues. N. G,. lieYd, for the plaifltiff. M. 1F. Muir,

fo )r t 1Io e defienwailTit ,

IIOLMES V, CITY ()F t$T. UÂAIIAMINffl8MASTER IN CIîÂMB.1W,--OCT. 21.

lrtfI Action for injuries caused by the faulty condition of a street

anrd %%alk and thre fiiilty condition of thre lights thereon. Th'ie defendants

nroed ati-r t1p. actioni hnd corne on for trial and tire trial had been post-

plo, to adid as,ý defendantls the gals (ompafly Who supplied thre ligitili of

tire itrqeo,( under a contract witb tire def Iedants. Thre plaintiff not obect inir,

tire Malstur inladi anl orde-r adingi t1i company, saying that the statemnt

of c.1ilii mould tiavei to 1 i mnd(ed s;o as, tu make a dlaim against thre coin-

pa~ny, iind- sugge-ting thiat tire eennt hoidd serve the company woi

al notice unde1fr Ruie *215 . ReIference to Iiewitt v. Ileise, 11 P. It. 47; Erd-

mai v Town oif Wailk(ertou, 15 V., iL 1.2; Leid v. (joold, 13 0. L. I. 101;

it"llok v. bonidon General Omnibus Co., [111071 1 K. B. 204; Tracey v.

ILornt 1<. W Co., 13 0. W. I. 15ý. Featberstou Aylesworth, for thre

dfeindlatitaq. R. IL. Parmenter, for thre company. J. A. Keyos. for thre

piaintif!.


