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i atate of facts, had the position of matters been reversed.
e practic:e there would not permit it. Assuming the
th of the faets set out in the staternent of claim, where
ithe tort " coinmittedl F"
IRourk v. WVîidenbach, 1 0. L. Rt. 581, is more like the

ýsent case than auiy other 1 know of. Counsel for the
intlif souglit to'distinguih it upon the ground that if

bailee of the picture knew the terîns upon which the
lor field it, thle wrong donc was to the property of the
Jntifr, which1 was at that tirne in Quebee; that here thie
ý)ng wias to theo pursoiu of the plaiîîtiff. It seems to me
Lt the iniere fact of plaintifit reeeiving L his injury in Ou-
ïo is flot conclusive that the wrowg oýf defendants was
initted hiere-their tort was in nmauuïaeturing in Seot-
Ld the, alleged defectîve fuse. The mioment it left their
rids, it inay be said a tort was committed. The final
ge, the, explosiýon and injury, is only flhe evidenee of the

jnor defective manufacturle of the fuse in question.
Thev casýes cited by theMate are ail interesting, but,

or ail, thirow littie light uponi the appication of ule 162
. 1 am i uable to bring mycfto believe that the Rule
s ever ilitenlded to apply to a case like the present, or
ýt it in faut does apply; the resuit of its application would
altogether tooa far-reaehing.
In imy opiniion, flic learîied Master properly set aside the
1er, and thec appeal is dismissed with costs.
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