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wcight such as Mr. Sedgvick, Sir Frederiek Pollock, and Mfp.
Beven.

The question seeiws to have been carried to, the exil erne verge
of the "ideal boundary" in the case of the Toron t Iy, Co. .
Grinsted (1895) S.C.R., p. 570, in whioh it was held by a m~ajor.
ity of the Court that iliness resulting f rei exposuire ta calti it
consequence of ejectment froin a street car, in flic Cit.ý o
Toronto, was not too reraate a cause of damages. Tt ii trile the
night wvas a colti one; but therre was no evidence thait the plain.
tiff was inadequately clotheti. ie took cold which i bi!h£lt on an
attack of rheumatisin and bronchitis, anti it was henthe silb.
sequent ilincas was the natural andi probable res;ilt or I lie eject.
me-nt. It was allegecl by the plaintiff that inc '.) f the
altercation with the conductor, when c.jccted front Il hv ar, lie
wvas iii a state of perspi.ration mnil in a fit condition to tiiikc eold,
Five huindred dollars damoages %v'ere allowetd for tlie ý,1(etrnent
and tisaquont i]lness.

l'le following rides aniff dicta of the jutiges caiottut he tao
flrznly fixed inl the mind of the practitionur.

1. The mule of English law as ta the dRifgos whioh arc re-
coverable for negligence is that thtc daniages nitist lie thv natuirel
andi reasonable resuit of the clfendait 's aet; suc.h a consoquence
as in thr ordinary course af tlings ivould flow frointheli act.-
Brctt, M.R., 9 P.D., P. loi".

2. To eneble a plaintiff ta recover darnages for a wrouig done,
he must prove resulting damages to himself and a natureal and
contintiaus sequence uninterruptedly canneting thi, %v'îong or
breach ai duty Nvith the damage as cause anti effcct.-hrmean
andi Redfield on Negligenae.

3.- Remoteness as a legal ground for the exclusion of (limage
in an action of tort means, not' severancf- in point of titnc. bult
the absence c d tirect anti natural casual sequence-the inability
te trace in regard ta the damage the "propter hoc"~ in a neces-
mary or natural descent from the wrongfiul act.-Kennedly, J., in
Dubieu v. White (1901) 2 K.B., p. 678.

4. The decisions shew that ne gencral rule cen be laid dÇwfl
by refermne ta which the question, whether in anY particular
case thue damage sought ta be recovcred is tao reniote, cen bc de-
terniined. Whether it is, or is not too rermote, is a qutestion of


