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tiff to reply on the principle of " res ipsa loquitur." A p~
company is not an insurer: 20 Cyc.- 1170, and cases cite,
And there is no more reason to suppose that the accidi
here &rose from the acta of the defendants than from thoý
of the plaintiff himself. It is flot a matter of inferencei
al, but one that mxust. be proved bof ore any lîability ca
attach. This is one of 'several actions brouglit in respect
the same explosion. In one case at leat, as was statedl 1
Mr. Brewster, a specific act of negligence is alieged. If ti:
preseut plaintiff is content to rely on1 this, lie emu do, s,
or, if lie requires to, have discovery of one of the defenw
auts' officers, lie can take that step before glving partici
]ara. But it seenms clear that some definite ata of negl
gence must be, alleged and particulars given, as was -dor
in the cases of Collina v. Toronto, Hlamilton, and Buffal
R. W. Co. aud Perkins v. Toronto, Hlamilton, and Buffa1
R. W. Co., the facts of which are given ini 10 0. W. R. 8,
where the cases are reported at an earlier stage. See, toi
MeCallum Y Reid, Tambling v. Reid, il O. W. R. 571, an
p. 10 of appeal book therein. The case of Young v. Seottis
U7nion, 24 Timnes L. R. 7.3, doc not seem to ho ini poir
here.

Plaintiff should eleot in a week either to give particular
or have exainination.

.Appreciating the diMe~ulty of lis position, I make, th
coBs of this motion in the cause.

CARTWRIGHT, MASTER. FEBRuARY 27Tii, 190£
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