
PROXIATE AND REMOTE CAUSE.

,fagt dppending on ail the eircurnetances of the ci.se, but althoughi
-qtestiofl of faot it is one for the Court to deterilne..Z.Clerk

and Lindseli on Torts, 2n-1 ed., p. 116.

5, 1 think there may be cases in whieh A, oweq a dluty to B.
-net te hifliet a mental shock on himx or ber ' and that in such a
cage, if A. does inflict sneh a shock upon W.-as by terrif.ving B.
-and physical damage thereby ensues, B3. may have an action
for the physicni ditmage, though the niediurn througli which it
has been inflicted is the mind.-Phillhmore, J., ini Duieu v.
WhAite (1901) 2 K.B., P. 682.

6. 1 cordially accept the decision of my brother Wright in
Wilkinson v, Downton, that every one has a legal righit te hie
persona safety, and that it ig a tort to destroy this safety by
wilfully faise statements and thereby to cause a phyvsical inxjury

.~to the sufferer, In that case it wvil1 be observed that the offly
peysica1 action of the wrong-doer was'that of speech.-lhilli-
more, J., in IMtlieu v. White (1901) 2 K.B., p. 683,.

7. No doubt one who comitiits a wrongful act le reespoiisible
for the ordini ry eonsequences which are likely to resuit there-
froni, but, generally speaking, he le flot liablo for damage which
is flot the natural or ordinary coneequence of suelh an net, unles
it be shewn that he knowu or has reasonable mentis of knt'owingr
.that eonsequences flot usually resulting from the net are, by
reason of morne existing cause, likely to intervene go as to occa-
sion <linage to a third person. Where theî'e iR no renson Io
cxpect it, and no knowledge in the person doing the wrong-fi. act
that sueh a state of things, exists as to'render thic damiage prob-
.able, if injury'does resuit to a third person. it ig generally con-
sidercl that the wr,ýiigful act is not the proximate cause of the
injurY, so as to render the wrong doer liable to an action.-
Bovill, C.J., in Sharp v. P, ;-ýf, L.R. 7 C.P., p. 2,58.

8, If one by his own act creates circumistnnces of danger and
-subjeets thie person or property of another to risk without exer-

eiigrens4onable caie to guard against injury or dainagte. he le
responibfle for sucl injury and damage to the person or pro-
perty as ariues as the direct or natural and probable consequetiet
of the wr-ongfili act.-King, J., in Toron to Ry. CJo. v. Grinsted,
24 8,..11, P. 570.
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