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upon another, whether an independent contractor, a superior
servant, or a fellow-servant of the servant who is killed or injured
Ly his failure to perform it. In this sense it is frequently calledI a lion-assignable or unalienable duty. The most obvious concep-
tion of Iaw, justice, and humanity, would assign to, this élass of
duties, the duty wvhich a master owes to his servants of keepingJ1~I his preinises provided wvith reasonable means of exit in case Of fire;

j of providing reasonably efficient apparatus for the extinguishiment
of lire;- and of keeping such apparatus in a reasonable state of

~1 ~f irepair. Ail these obligations on the part of the master are
r repudiated by the decision in question, and the risk is put uponI j- the injured or murdcred servant, and the failure of the master ta

1:~ i perform this primary duty is put upon the shoulders of a fellr'w

I ~j.servanit, and] the iinfamous conclusion reached that the catastrophe

I ~presurflptivcly is dule to the failure of soefellow-servant to do his

Ili tis case it appeared that the plaintiff and other emplovees
worked oin the uipper floor of a sîx.story factory building. Tlwre

*was nio fire escape above the fifth Rloor, noir any exit from the sixth
* ~floor except 1w' a windiiig stairway iii a tower at the corner of the

building-. he fire occurred througlh the overheating of a spindie
of a spiiniig-mule. 'fi ire apparatus was out of order. Ignor-
ing the obvious coniclusion that it was a primary (Iuty' of the
mastcr to keelp the fire apparatus in order, the court assumred, iii
the absenice of e%-idenlce ;peaking upon the question, that it was
<iut of order Mi co)nýeq.uerce of the negligerncc of a fellow-servant of
the jîlainti ff I t was a col and brutal assuînptiuiî, iindulged in f,îr

i the putrpose of putting rnonev and propertyabove life and humanitv,
i 'This lias beein called 'The Moloch decisicîn.' It ks not creditable
i ' Ito the hecad or to the licart of the court that rendered it, or tW the

jud -ze whlo consenited to be its inouthpiece. It is opp>oscid to thej ettkcd principles of the corron law No reasoning cnuld propcrlyI ~i esult iii the conclusion that the failure to perforin a duty primarilv,
~I 4etirg tipon the ma.ster, that of taking reasonable mecasures to

tduitt,' of some fellow-servant. This drcadful hulocaust, inic

i a great main people, sortie oif thern women andl childrmî, wvrr

I I hurnol tu d a;nd this miscrable decîsion, exoncrating the Ijr'-
priIl rs ofthe buildling whercf thei riegligecccwas abs olutey plaii,


