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26 ObiO St. 893, 20 Amn. Rep. 767; a u4aging emeted by IL eon-
fractor for the. une of hia emnployec,- MGsev.MaGee (ps)
13 Ati. 551; deteetive wheels.-J. r. Case PZow Works v. N'iZs &
S. CIO., 90 Wis. 590, 63 N.W. 1013.

"To thiis gpners1 doctrine, Pederai Circuit Judge Sanboru, in
H%,ét V. CaSe 2'hr6gking Machine CJo., 120 Fed. 866, pays that
there are thre. exceptions The flrst is that an aet of negligence of
a manufacturer or vendor, which is erninently dangeronus to the
life or health of znanlrind, and which is cornritted in the prepar.
ation or sale of the article intended to preserve, destroy or affect
hurmn life, is aetually to thirdl parties who Buffer frern the negli-
gence, citing - Dixon v. Bell, 5 Maule & S. 198;- Thomas v. Win-
chester, 6 N.Y. 397, 57 Amn. Dee. 455; Norton v. Sewall, 106
Maso. 143, 8 Amn. Rep. 298; Elkins v. MolKean, 79 Pa. 493, .502;
Biskop v. Weber, 139 Mass. 411, 52 Arn. Rep. 715, 1 N.E. 154;
Perers v. Johnson, 50 W. Va. 644, 57 LIR.AI 428, 41 S.E.I 190,
191. The second exception, is that an owner's act of negligence
which causes injury to one who is invited by hirn te use bis de-
fective appliance upon the owners' prernises, rnay forrn the basis
of the action against the ov- r, citing - Cou ghtrY v. Globe Woolen
Co., 56 N.Y. 124, 15 Amn. Rep. 387; Bright v. Barnett & R. Co..
88 Wis. 299, 26 L.IR.A. 524, 60 N.W. 418, 490; Heaven v. Perd e,
L. R. il Q.B. Div. 503; Roddj v. Missouri P. R. Co., 104 Ma. 234,
241, 12 L.R.A. 746, 15 S.Wý 112. The third exception te the rule
is; that one who sella or delivers an article which he knows te be
emineutly dangerous te lif e or linib of another without notice of its
qualities is liable te any person who auffers an injury therefrorn
wbich xnight have been reasonably anticipated whether there
were any contractual. relations between the parties or net, eitlng:
Langride v. Levij, 2 Mees. & W. 519, 4 Mees. & W. 337; Welling-
ton v. Downer KB' ,osene Oil Co., 104 Mass 64, 67; Lewis v.
Terry, il! Cal. 39, 31 L.R.A. 220, 43 Pac. 398.

"The principal ceue rather cornes under the fir8t exception
madle to the general rule, although it xnight likewise be, founded

upnthethird exception, but whether flunded éither upon the
Értor third exeeption truineobtbthat the doctrine


