
the evidence, that the aet done by Jarnian was done ini
course of bis exnploymeiit.

.In my opinion, the charge a.nd. judgment were right,
the present motion shiould b)e dismissed with costs.

CARTWRIGHT, MASTER. DECEMBER -29TH,
i:HAMBERS.

GLOSTER v. ,TORONTO ELECTRC UIGIIT CJ(
l'lu ing-Salem et of Claim-Persoital Injvries by Ele

WIVres-Siiseqllent J? emoval of Wr&Amsii
Eridenre.

Thiis actioni was brought to recover daiiage(,s for inji
to); a bm by touicing thep wir-es of defeiidain comipanyi ou I
rowdblde It %vas alleged that thec wires weire inet prol
gumirded, and( thakt they were iM a da:ngerous positioni, w

lurd ususectng hildrer to thieir certalin inijury

Thep 9tHIprgaho the, statemlent of claimn conebi
with tes wordls: " After thie injury to the plaintiff,
dlefendlants insulated( the( saiid wires and remiove(d thieiin
ther aiway froin thoe said bridIge to prevent a recurrenc
injury to othOir miembers o! thie public sticb as thie plai

SU.Stained."
Thie defendants noved to) strike out tliis a.,bin

trary te thie Rules.
R. H. Greer, for defendants.
W. IT. Ferguison, for plaintifT.

TgE M.STR.- think tile mnotioni must siicceed, on~
groI1ndal:

lst. Because the case of Cole v. Canadlian Pacific R.
Co,.. 19- P. R. 104. seemis exactlY in poinit.

2nd. Because, even if evidenice of the firtM i-ihsiù1D


