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uhants. The $1,184.09 in Court must aL-o I'>c: .- J ou
to the( applicant6.

Counsel for llood and Snow, Lewis & Cuo., and the.
Staubler estate, said tfiey were agreed upon theu divi>ion of
the rnoneys butwuurn Lheir clients, so the lor-mal order may
be EettIcd by consenit or spoken to again.

The case involves inuch liardslup1 uponi thie liquidator,
and 1 make no0 order as to the costs of tisi application.

MAtE, J. NQVEMBER 7TH, 1906-

CHAMBIERS.

ANDERISON v. NOBELS EXPLOSIVE' CO.

Writ of Summms -Service out of JurisdItction ?CaIl0
Action-Reule 162 (e)-Tort Commilfed 1mOtai-I.
jury to Plaintiff by L)cfective Fuse- jSipptiid tm his m
ployers by De fendants ini Foreign Gounliry.

Appeal by plaintiff from order of Master in Chtamiberi,
ante 439, setting aside order obtained by plintifi allowixag
service upon defendanits in Glasgow, Scotland, of thie writ
cf suninions and statcmnent of dlaimi, and dismisýsing thle ac.-
tion with costs. Action to recover d1aiages for injuris
sustained by plaintiff iii Ontario, owingl, as alcetq the
premature explosion of a defective fus,,e supplied by defe»,
dants, ini Scotland, to plaintiff's employers, in Ontario.

T. N. Phelan, for plaintiff.

W. H. Blake, K.C., for defendants.

MABEE, J.: . . .ulie 162 (e) provides in effeet that
service out of Ontario may be allowed in an actioni founded
upon a tort committed in Ontario, and thc question is whe..
ther the statement of claim discloses such a cause of a(-
tion. If the contention of plaintiff prevails, thie s(ope, o)
the ule wiIl be greatly widened. No case iii reported where
the Rule bas been aipplicd to an action like the present, and
doubtîcess forcig-n manufacturers will be gorvatl'y startjedý if
the practice of ouir Courts permits what plaintiif is con-
lending for. A similar action could Dot bce b)rougL1t in Enig-
land or Scotland against a Canadian manuftu-trer uipon a


