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wotild sutpport the proposition tliat the eoiripany for whieh the
signal-manl was aIont aecing on the particular occasion, %vas the
princip'il against which relief i itild he sought, if the then agent
of that rond was guilty of misronduet hy whieh an ernployee o?
the roïd waa injured.

The proper cnclusion in this r4se is. thai the damages
agreed upon be paid by the~ dkfen4lant, the Cvjadian Pacifie
1<ailway Comnpany, with eonts of action. As to the other defend-
&nt, the action is disrniissed, without eosim. as the precise question
jnvolved now ariqes for the firnt tiznç' ini the courts.

P. I Keefer. K.C.. for plaintiff. W. Il (r. for the de-
fendants, the <'anifdian l>aeifle Ry. (Co. 0. Il. C'lark. IÇ.C., for
the dlefendants, the' Canadian Northern Ry. Co.

ME',~(ith.('.4C.I. j[Sept. 25.
RENNER V. MAIL PRINTING C0n.

Lil,- Vrspacr-Lbeland~ S'l< ur .4cl. x. 8--Noiev iti
su/?riewy--~~~Oio>iJo jjd.q>lg' ief on1 pleadiings-Avfiion dis-

ni Lsyd.

Motion îy the' &fendants for~ judginent on the pleadlings and
âdiiýions o? thc plaintiff wpon him t'xamination for disi-overy,
in ail action for a libel pubi8 îsed iin altNewsp;aper.

1r. c thsit the notiee mervi'd h1 the phîiinti«f specifyinz the
statvinents. complained oe wnsi niot a suffivient. notiee to the de-
fendents, within the rtie.ý.ning and for tho purpomes of sec. $
of the Lihel ýand Siander Ae-t. lx'ing addr -d: ''To W. l. i)oug-
las, Esq., Publisher and (*'eiritrpl \Innagv ',iail & E.-ipire." The
notice was flot givûn to the' dofendants, as requircd hy sec. 8.

The Chie? Justiev alsa thouglit the' point eould lic properly
dt'alt with as upon kt dvnmurrer. as no evidencc that nîîght lie
givt'n at th? trial wouild help) the' plaintiff.

Aetion dismiRsed wit h cs
C. N"4wbehy, for defendants. H1. S. M'hile. for plaintfff.

Middilpton. J.J RE BRIOOM. [ Sept. 2.3.

('rirntil L -oic>aq1,~h!nfrna o for prriuryij-Re.
fusal o sue sunnn-,irn. ('odc, s. 655--S d- 9 Rdwv.

Applicati by Jitine.i lirooni fur a iandanins to conilel one


