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torts which are covered b>' the descriptive epithets "collateral"
and - casual," as used in the second form of statement, are identi-
cal- with those which fali outside the sCOpe of the exceptive
clauses in the third.

The doctrine thus enunciated is a protection to a principal
contractor ini an>' case where the sole cause of the injur>' comn-
plained of was the negligent or otherwise wrongful act of a sut»

a-ble." Wabash, St. L. & .P.R. Go. v. Parver (1887) 111 lad. 195, 6lo Arn. Rep.
696, 12 N. E. 296.

I"-Wben a contractor tailes entire contrai of a work, thie employer having no
riglit ai supervision or saterference, the employer, ilf lie is not negligeat la bis
selection, lu not hiable to third parties for thie contractar's want of care la the
performance of it.' Lancaster Ats.7. .Sôbrov. Go. v. Rkoads (1887) 116 Pa. 377, 2
Amn. St. Rep. 6o8, 9 AtI. 852.

"if damage result fram the manner la whicb a contracter chooses ta exe-
cutela perfectly valid contract witbaut the proprietor's laterfereace or direction,
,ia latter is nat responsible." Davie v- Levy (1887) 39 La. Ana. 551 4 Arn. St.

"It is well scttled that, wbcrc theaindependant contractor and the cantractea
contract for the performance of wark that 19 lawful la itacif, and the wark 19 par-
formed la an unlawful mannar, aither by the wroagful or negligent executian af
the wark, and resultîng la injury ta others, the contractee lu net hiable la dam-
ages ta sucb persans for thie injury." James v. McMfinimY (1892) 93 KY. 471,
4o Arn. St. Rep. 200, 20 S.W. 435

"lThe great weigbt af the modemn decisions upan this question astab-
lishes the rule that whera tha relation of independent contractor exista as ta tha
use af real property, and the party employad lu skilled la the performance af
tha duty lie undertakes, and the thing directed ta be dalle is nat la itself a nuis-
ance, or will nat necessarily result la a nuisance, the injury resulting not fram tha
fact that the wark lu donc, but from the negligent manner ai daing it by the con-
tractar or bis servants, the owner cannat be made ta respand la damagas."
Roinson v. Webb (1875) ilî Bush 464.

IlIf the wark ta be done 19 committed ta a contracter ta be donc la bis own
wav, and is anc fram which, if praperly donc, no injurlous coasaquences ta third
persans cati arise, then the contracter is hiable for tbe negligexît performance cf
the work." Bailey v. Troy & B.R. Co. (z883) 57 Vt. 252, Si Amn. Rep. 129.

"The employer is nat hiable aither for the fsult or for the negligence ai tihe
independent cantracter unless hie axpreasly directed the wrongful or impraper
rct." Lard Gifford la Stephensv. Tzurso Police Gornrs. (tg8,6) 3 Se. Sess. Cas. 4 th
series, 55

Whierc partie,; enter into a eontract whicb lu la itself !awful, and the con-
tractor, la carrying on bis wark does anything injurlous ta anather, lie alone is
responsible. ij'oodkili v, Great Westert R. GO- (1855) 4 U.C.C. P. 44
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IlTne general rule lu, that anc svho lias coatracîed with a campetent and
fit persan, cxercising an indepandent employaient, ta do a piece of w'ork,
flot l, itself unlawful or attanded with danger ta orbers, act-ording ta thie
contractor's own nîibahds, and witlîaut bis being subjeet ta contrai, except
as ta tbe re.-.îlts ai bis work, wil not bic answersbla for the wrangs ai sucb con-
trsctor, lits sub-c-ontractors, or bis sarvan t s, cnmnîîîted la tine prosecutian of
sqtch wark." i Thanîp Neg. îst ed. S. 22, 13. 899; 2nd Pd. s. 621, cited witb
appraval la %everal cases ; .g,., Fink v. Afissotiri Rurnace CO. (3884) 82, Ma. 276,
283, 52 Am-. Rep. 376.

Undér the pflea cf the gencral issue alone, tiiere lu no c. ror la cbarging
ta thie effeet that, «' wbere anc bias a lasvful work ta do, and emp!avs anatiier,
who lias an indepeadent bus;iness -f bis own inciuding wark cf thit class, ta
do ht, anti wiîere the eniphloyer daca nat blimself exercise ans. directian as ta baw
it abat! bie done, bie k not responsihie fo r al)sy wrcngs that the emplovee may
commit l (hae course of tbe wark.' Harrison v. Kiser (1887) 79 GA. 588, 4S.E 320.
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