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LURDAN AU=%TPITE-TUMI PLA2iTED IN IGNWAY AND PRO-
TECWTED lIT SPuR»D GUARD8,-NPGLIGENOE£-STUPiET L!GHTIÇG
PROIRBrPID UNDEr DuicEcE 0F RzAx RicGuLATioNs.

Morrtaon v. Lord Mayor &c. of Shoffeld (1917) 2 K.B. 866.
This was an action against an urban authority to recover damages
sustained by the plaintiff in the following circumstances: The
defendants planted trees ini a public highway under their control,
and surrounded such tree8 with spiked guards. The defendants
were prohibited frozn lighting such highways after dark by the
Defence of the Realin Regula ions. The plaintiff, after dark,
camne into contact with the spiked guards around one of the trees,
and suffered a severe injury. Rowl att, J., who tried the action
with a special jury, gave judgment in favour of the plaintiff for
£660 16s. The defendant appealed but the Court of Appeal
(Lord JReading, C.J., Picklford and Scrutton, L.JJ.), held that
after t he promulgation of the lighting regulations thiere was a
contiauing duty on the part of the defendants to take such xnea-
ures as might be necessary to prevent the guards round the trees
f rom being a source of danger to persons using the highway.

MASTER AND SEnVANT-COMMON EMPLoYMENT-LicEN&EE WITH
InewEsT-LiABILiTY 'OF MASTER FORl NEGLIGENCE 0F BER-
vANT-NEGLIGENCE.

J1ayward v. Drurij Lane Theatre (1917) 2 K.B. 899. This
was an action to recover damages for injury to the person of the
plaintiff, sustained in the following circunistances: The defend-
ants, "Mosi Empires," had hired Drury banc Theatre for a
performance to be given by Moss Empireo therent. The plaintif!
was a professional dancer, who was de8irous of obtaining em-
ploynient with Moss Empires as one of the performers. She
accordingly at that company's request attended rehearsals, and
took part therein in order to test her capacity and Lness for
engagement. While thus attending a rehearsal, -she was ordered
by one Wilson, the produzer of the performance, to stand on a
staircase which was part of the scenery. Owing to negligent
construction the etaircase colJapsed, and tLe plaintiff's ankie was
crushed. She sued both the Drury Lane Theatre and Moess
Empires. The action was dianmissed at the trial as against the
theatre, and the plaintiff did not appeal, but judg±nent was giv2-n
against the Mess Empires i her favour. These defendants
appealed contendîng that the plaintiff was a fedlow servant with
the defendants' servant who had caused the injury, and that it


