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George Malloy Company.Joseph v. Morse & Shoe

(Mr.Thorp orally), plaintiff.Branch for the& Branch

Wadleigh (Mr.Wyman, Starr, Ralph LangdellBooth & E. orally),
the defendant.for

Peaslee, governed byC. J. The case is Thomson Company,v.
ante, 436, day.decided this

theyIn far the differ from those in the earlier case,so as facts are
plaintiff.not more favorable to the

Exception overruled.

Branch, J., Woodbury, J.,did not concurred insit: the result:
the others concurred.

Woodbury, uponI in groundJ. concur the result the that the
injury foreseen, anticipatedwas and not accidental. In so far as the

upon disposeddoctrine which this case is of is concerned I dissent for
dissenting opinionthe in in Company.reasons set forth the Thomson v.


