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was employed, atarted up and 4nured hlm when it wae let at
test Wwit the steam shut, off and the lewe locked which wus
used to start and stop it; that a machine whieh -xeuld do that
was unproMery conatricted or adjusted, and was u"sae; that
the defendant>s foreman knew that the machine had started up
in a imila manner three days before the accident. HeId, that
the jury were warranted in finding that the defendant was negli
gent.

Ezploilwin of OÙt Can.-The rule wuw held not to apply in a
case where a locomotive engineer wus ijured, by the explosion
of an oil can whic!I he vas filling, becatàs '*the accident might
have been due to improper haiid-ing os weIIm to improper fiurish-
ing the thing causing the accident," and because both thec ol and

the lamp w6re in the exclusive contnd~ and custody of the plaintif I
It cannot be said," Baid the Court, "that common experience

points more closely to ýà defeet in the oil or lamp attributable te
the master than to so.ve careleoenew on the part of the servant
using iLt; primâfae sucb naegligence wilî be attributed to the personf
charged by law with the duty of nianaging and maintaining the

thing caueimg the injury.
Explosion in Mine.-The plaintiff was employed as t labourer

under the orderls of a certified miner who, upon inspectiolà aft#'r

thrown out and to hasten. Plaintiff struck the rock a few ies
and by où doing exploded dy-Aamite or a cap, wherebyhe was
blinded. There waa e-àdence that a careful inspection would
bave disclosed the presence of tii" explosive. Plaintiff was a
certified miner, but had neyer worked as sucb. It was held that
the doctrine of reu ipsa louitur applied, anid verdic.t for plaintiff

was s.llowed to stand. te :oi

FaII of Mine Roof.-In an action by a coal miner to re-caver
for injuries caused by the fîli of sl*ite frovi th mine.ofi
appeared that he had been assigned to work on a pillail of coai
a*Luttirg the entry in question, and had not been there ri.ore t han

30 mxirutes; that he had flot removed any coal, and that no act
of his could have occasioned the fail of state; and that it feU i
froun the roof directly over him. It was nut disputed that it wam


