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Again the learnedl Chief justice says :" As was pointed olut

in the Ifobbs ('ùisc, ail this injury arises froim cause.,siP'

sible to have been contemplated o~r foreseen."
This portion of the learned Chief Justice's judgnmeft iS

based upon a mistaken understanding of one of the forTiS )

the rule in Hadlcy v. h'axendal', viz., that such damages ofl>

can be recovered as the parties have present in mind ait the

time of the contract, which is founded on Lord Baconts fiaxifl

and is flot strictly applicable to the case in question.
In Rzçby v. Hewitt, 5 Exch. 243, Lord Chief Baron PolOck

says that every person who does a wrong is at least re5P',I)

sible for ail the misechievous consequences that may reas-oný

ably be expected to resuit under ordinary circumstalces frofl1

such mi sconduet.
In Addison on Torts, p. 5, last edition, it is said whoever

does a wrongful act is answerable for ail the cneune'

that may ensue in the ordinary course of events, though 511ceh

consequences be immediately and directly brought about ~
intervening causes, if such intervening cause were Set 1

motion by the original wrongdoers. S-/
This is the principle laid down in the squib case ofSci

v. SizePherd, 2 W. BI. 892 and 898, and in Lord RaYnifond 38,

in case of Gibbons v. Pepper, this proposition is laid doWfl to b

law: If I ride a horse and J. S. whips th0ore~ that 1w

runs away and runs over any other persofi, he who whiPP(i

the horse is guilty, not I.
Lt will thus be seen that while the second propositionl

Had/eY v. B3axendale is sound law as applied to the facts f
that case, and is applicable to ail actions for breach of cor .1
tract and perhaps mere nominal torts, it is wr(>ng to applY 1t

to a tort accompanied by violence and oppresion,~ or we*

there is an invasion of a right-as in the G;rintsici Casi'. i
As said by a very able judge in the Court of Appeal W

New York, in H'hrgout v. fV7w-z Yok96N .24 an
claiming damages for iliness incurred by the plaintiff by1
posure, owing to the negligence of the defendafits, afte
menting uponi the above rule; "6The truc rule na
broadly stated to be that a wrongdoer is liable for ail daITi4Cs
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