
JENKIVI4 v. M~WR1NNFY.1912]

Ilaving regard te plaintiff's experience as a quarrnlmaii

perfectlyv familiar with the danger inicidvn to te ie use4 of

blasting powder and of fuses, it was, 1 tinik. nelgucoi
]l., part te have deposited the pail m-1ihini reah c t

falling sparks. If he bail used proper i ae hule would haveý

placed it at a safe distance, and tbi, accident wvouldl iioithv

happetied. 1, thekrufore, think, his own lice wail Ile

cause of bis inijury, a .nd that, thrfoe l1-i. not itdt

recover. This action 15, therefore, hiu'.dwtu e,.

The appeal to Divh,îinal Court f rumaoo udnen
heard 1,y lo-N. ;SmGEIIL} .eonio. ....

lioN. Mit. TIUSTICE BRITTIFN, anld 110' MR. Jusic BIDI>ELL

on the lCth September, 1912.

T. J. Bain, for the plainitiff, iippîwllant.

A. J. Anderson, for the defendanlti;ill, r~odn

THiiR:i Loi>uîP V(.),), ti',îni1S-;ed jjteapa itîcý

MASTER IN ('HÂ3Bfor S. fErBE «0u 1912.lan ')5i'

h, . W.m a.90

for dan sfiqr fiiltur.o to ;ive a jo ti o roidk .ud liot posild N e 1w l
foundantimn of a r 4ilin la-epe"'t f4 the nu- th' ubfiiintter Jf
the option, Allg VRCIII04 Il liS pendra iig eld 2i nnt-4 ih 11- i th voN101

ieed nt 1111ny .e
RurddFt v. F'oder, G O I.. IL %V, O W R. lq42; 74 .B

7:1 (). W. an2~, ud Brok v. Crwf,,rd, 11 4). W.* P. 11T
followed.4l

Plaintif!, a rval e>tite age-nt, tn l1ti u't last, !-1, n

at writ clinn uuflsif t o 9,iHO nd

on $460ada certificatv of IF>,, arn aaî'

the properties in queliStionI " aIS 1(u 111P îee of defendpanta,

or cither of them" iii the iast half and nrl~~sel
quarter of lot 6-mx sFeeoîîd cocesin e ofYug tr',

counity ofrK-n Ili lotsi 111 toýý0 tii ho111'uîe n an


