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excavated in gtreet of City)>; Seymour v. <JumnWna <1889) 119 Ind, 148,
t ~~5 L.R.A. 126, 21 N.E. 549 <action held nisintainable wiiere the I..r

charged was, that a drainage dltch obp.tructid the. plaintlff's ame to; hie
plombies; that the BOR! of bis lot feII Into ltj and that stagna.. and
filthy watèr was allowed to remain In it).

lu Blake v. Thirat (1863) 2 Nurlet. & C. 20, 32 L.J. Exch. N.S3. 188,
8 L.T.N.S. 251, Il Week. Pop. 1034, where the. plaintiff was injured by
fallng at nlght into an unienced and unllghted sewer, which a sub~
eantractor had been employed ta excavate, Pollok, C.B., expressed the
opinion, during the argument oi counsel, tuat the principal contractor
wau lable on the. ground that the injury was cauaed by the. thing con-
tracted to be dons. In his judgment he put is decision on the. grcund
tiat "the. sot whleh caused ae mischuef was donc by the. order and under

e the immediate direction& of the defendant."
In fiole v. Siffingbourne J S.R. Co. (1861) 3 Hurlot. & N. 488, 30

L.J. Exch. N.S. 81, 3 L.T.N.S. 750, 9 Week. Hep. 274, a contractor
employed by a railway Company te build a drawbriidge over a navigable
river executed, the work na unsklfully that It was found impossible to
open the bridge for vessels passing up and down. Tii. Companty was held
tob, Hable for damiages caused by the. obstruction to th, navigation which

bail hua boeu created. Pollock, C.B., sald that lie restedl hi a udgment

"uamly an the ground that there le a distinction between nilsohief which.
la collateral and that which directly resulte from the. &et which the con-

tcoragreedtda WId,.,ad "The present deteudants were
authorized ta talce land for the. purpose of their rallway, and ta bulld
a bridge over tie Swale. Instead of erectlng the brdetemcvs they

:ý'4 PemloTod another person to do Jt. What was done was dont under tbeir
buloiy lu ii. owu of executlng their order, the. ooutractor, by
dongth rk mcrfectiy, obstructed the navigation, Ib la the sameo as

If they b.d don, I themeelves. It in not distln«lulshable frein the. case
where a Iaudowner orders a person to erect a building upon his land
whlci, causes a nuisance. The. persan wiio ordered the struature tc, b.

pt up le liable, and it la no answer for hlm ta say thnt he ordered it to
b.put up in a different faim." As the act which authorized the. ornpany

ta build the bridge ln this case provlded thât lt should not be lawtul ta
Î, detain, any vessel navigating the. river for a longe<r time than was suffi-
îm oaient ta enable any carniages, etc,, ready ta traverse, to cross lhe bridge,
- _lrit would sem tia the defendant n ight bave also been held liable on the.

grcund of the ciontraator's havlng lnfnringed a Etatutorvy . e Be ô7
post.

A cainal ompany ls .lable -. a landowner adjolnlng tiie lin. o! the
canal for damageq caused by a contractar's scraplng off the surface of his
field ta obtain matarial for'the banks oft1he canal, whara the contTact, as
drawn, cannaI be exeouted wlthout doing the. wark In this ruanner. Will.
liame v, Freano Canal J frrig. Co. (1892) 96 Cal. 14, 31 Am. St. Rap.
172, 30 PaC, 981.

Iu igkuon v. FW4tcn Electric LfAlht ci P. Co, (1804) 100 M.bh. 87,
59 N.W. 609, il was held that the plaintiff, a worker In inanie, wauld b.
antitled ta recover upon proof of lie tacts set out In a declarallon which
alleged that hie monuments were injured b:v large quantities af coût and

* coher substances whicii collected an the. defendant'. iran smokestack, and
were blaira an ta th. monuments on th. plifntff's pramise@j. As tii.
lnjury iras the natural result af erect'mg such a smokeetaek jet that
clace, the. defendant iras Precluded tram ralsing the, defeuce that it had

bn erected by an Independent contracta?.
In Cer&rot y. tokîng <1895) 91 Wls. 432, 65 N.W. 58, the. liablhity

of the. employer was held ta b. a question for the, jury, where the. plain-
llff's land was floded bY the irater which escaedthrugh a dam
belonging ta the. emploer, wran it wau opnmd by te Contractor te give
a passage for the. loge wldch ho had agréed ta driv, ta a certain poin,

On the express LPround that the. tact that Ranie oi lthe garbage whlcii
had been depaeted la a lae wau carrled against a fisiing net bv th.
ordinary movement af the. water iras not a necesssry or netturni resuIt of


