
OSLER, J.A. JUNîE lITii, 1903.

JhiF LENNOX PI1O\VINCýIAL~ ELECTION.
JI'riiçtr (w1< mî>n. unI, tu yUIu~o to I'<':n,, <'h aiy<d

Dierinsa to Tri,,!

Application for suiiiiUionses againist varions persons
trgdw'îth brih)erv at the election

V. Bristol, for api>lieants.

USE, JA.''leapplî ini>. if >co adviscd, ma 'v take out
a ~umon aginstcad peson harodand, as therù are

noIt at preseu two .Jus on1 tic ot of eleetîiîJde
1,(ilaIh for ( the puros of- tr i t-u, they 11111> lw a

retrualeas prox\iidd by.\ ýoc. 1',3 (ý2> of theElcto Act,
buor ny JwIg( Of thie llighi Court holding à ý4 ttîîîgs c
thiat or at apuefor, tht- trial of eiv~il or Lriiiniiiml

JUNE 13TH, 1903.
DIVISIONAL COURT.

PEAIICE v. ELWELL.
Mateinid kferrant - bi ffril to Semrant - )'actory - Machîtiry-

Aê~e o (JardI)eecue (uur,-Fndî 1pof Jury-2encui
Iedft~Jqod*n~0 ~g.~,of Acf,1n.

aiifwa a younlg wvollaln employedI by dorfendanits in
t1-1ir Iauudry1 to wokat a niac'hinî'use fn r manglinig and

iroingdoties W'ileat work at thiis miacine one of lier
liandi, wýa> -auglit hetwen twýo rollers and she was injured.

She brught tis actionl to ecv damiages for lier injuries.
1T11o statuîtor nlotice of accidenit stated( thiat it was caused hy

tl aseceof" a gar to thi machine. The statenmcnt of
viailichgd thiat tei miachin, \va., a dangeý,(rous one, aid was

not )rot'rY gurde. Dfend(ants allegod thiat it %vas pro-
perIv gured nd tlint the ac-cident airose from plaintiff's

The action was tried before BOYD, C., and a jury, at JJan-
iltonl.

i>Iainfflf -nd otheýr N[wins.ses swore there wae no guard at
theo timof of the> ac-cident. Othe(r witnesses swore there was a
guiard. Thie mnachine with thc guiard on it was exhibited to
theo juirv,andi( -ounisel for plaintiff contended that, even had
thei guard been on,ý it wag not a proper or sufficient guard,

and( flhnt it viiglit easî1y have been mnade effectuai without


