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Admirai, te Sir E. Codrington befere the battie of Navarino.
This however is irrelevant, for petmen, lik. ether men, what-
cirer their actual motives and intentions, are presumed te intend
the natural consequences of their acta; and, for the purpose cf
the legal consequences, the statement thLt the potînan incited
the deg te attack the plaintiff must be taken as correct. Can this
incitement be regarded as a new and independent act? The pet-
man hiaving once loosed the dog, were his words, se te speak,
sevcral)le f roin his manual act, and of neither more nor leas ae-
count than if they hind been uttered, b some equaily imprudent
bystander? Finally, do the auswers te these questions make any
difference te the result? On these points w'e find a remarkablc
divergence ef judicial opinions. It la very true that the fatal
irerds "Go it. Bob " are net expressly cexnmented on by any ene
efthOe five lcarned judges, and %vere taeitly- held immaterial by
three ef thein. Strt1nger stili, Mr. Beven lias nothing te eay of
themi afler stating themn as part cf the tacts. \Ve shahl shew,
ncverthcless, that everything turns or may tuirn on t}îem.

Ail ire are to]d cf the County Couirt judge's judgmient is
thiat lic treated the potmian's conduet, epparently taking it al
in the' Iilum, as being '"ln fact as assault. fer which tlic defendant
iras net hiable,'' andI se nensuited flic plaintiff. Channel, J.. iras
cf' opinion that ''tie potmnan's net nmeunted te nething more>
fhîni a feehishi and iranten act done in negleet cf hîs duty te keep
tue deg sae"and that thic defendant iras responsihle for sudh
a deictioin as being "in the course cf " the petinan's ''crpley-
inent,'' but that the question should have been deait with as a
question of fnef. New ire muait observe. on thi l head that, flrst,
npparcntly ne tact iras in dispute: tiecendly, the test of course
cf empicyment is net applicable te duties which cxtend beyend
tfe c nts and defaults cf a man's ewn servants, as this duty cer-
ùîinhy dues: sce Penny v. Wimbicdon Urbon Cou noil, [1899] 2
Q.B. 72, 66t L.J.Q.B. 7041 It i. clearly net arguable that the
eîrner e? n dangereus beast eau eseape rcinensibihity by making
arrangements fer its custody with an "independent contrac-
ter. " What the cifeet cf a baihuent for a tenu miglit b. shahl net
lie dliseusw., J here. tlîeugh ire rather thîink a medieval court would
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