
CILI X-DLER J~ .1AfSEY LIMITED v. IRISHl

the work in so sale a way as it could be done without
r to the man below.
is case is different from Davies v. Badger 'Mines Limited,
.N. 559.
r. the duty of this "hooker" was mucli more than that
ialling the engineer. H1e had put upon him the superin-
tee of the men doing the shovelling-the control 'of the
to the extentofa indicating the place where and the time
the chain or crane was to be lowered with the empty
ýs and hoisted with the full buekets.
ere should be judgment for the plaintiff.
e plaintiff was injured very badly. The wound will prob-
iot cause- permanent injury to hlm. H1e lias, however,
qd great pain and lost considerable time, and he is flot
,et. 11e finds a difficulty in stooping and lifting heavy
ýa, and that înterferes partly with bis work -as a shoveller.
is the damages at $600.
ere wvill lie judgment for the plaintiff for $600 with costs.
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*CIIANDLER & MASSEY LIMITED v. IRISH.

vitj-Illcçjal Dispositiont of Assetse-Acquisition by Share-
,lder of Shares in Another Company-Bregch of Trust-
7inding-iip of CompanY-RÎght of Liquidator to Follow
s et s-E stoppel--Formý of Judgment.

,ifeal by the defendant £rom the judgment of BOirD, C., 24
. 513, ante 61. -

e appeal was heard by MuLocK, C.J.Ex.D., CLUTE and

E~. Rose, K.C., for the defendant.
C. Master, for the plaintiffs.

e judgnient of the Court was delivered by MuLocr, C.J.:
j an appeal from. the judgment of the Chancellor, who held
Lie plaintiffs, here represented by Osier Wade, their liqui-
'were entitled to ten shares of stock in the Chandler

nx & Bell Company, standing in the name of the defendant
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