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~AMBLB v. TOWNSLPS OF vAUG;IJAN AND

u-Pr~null~urùs .rposOnf flmm l hysical
frr-Trumaic cursfliîi Liliiityof tu'o Town~-

'p Corporations Reifover-Quantum of I)anagee.

plaintiff, a wido , rei.ding in a house fronting upon
iitrvet, in the(- township) of Markham, alleged that she had
tjuired iiieemer 1908, as the resuit of an explosion
imm'tc vae ;i contracotor for the defendants the Cor~
ri of the Towiiship of V'aughan in a gravel pit situate in

wmhi, aeossthe road and a short distance from the
UNs house,
plaintif! býrOuiit thîs, w-tioni (to reeover damages for lier
;) against thie corporations of the two townships, because
iway% on whiueh the gave from the pit was being laid ran
ithe townsips, anid waýs unider the control, of both cor-

1S,
defendants the Corpor-ation of the. Township of Mark-
imed relief over agaminst their co-defendants.
action and]fi the daim for, relief over were tried, wîthout
by CLUTE, J.,, who found that there was a want of reason-
Paâmonnting to neghigence in the use of the dynamite; that

rh oteii timies as niuch dynamite was used as was neces-
4 Itat if only a reasonable and proper amount had been

oudnot hiave Caulsed any serions results to the plain-
t h plaintiff suirûred injury by reason of the explosion,

tmheijury she stiffered was physical, and Dlot purely
Iledisingished théecase from Vietorian Railways

doesv. Coltas, M3 App. Cas. 222, Ilenderson v. Can-


