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The neyy trial of this action directed by order Oft}fe éourt of

Sourt, OLR. 71, 1 0.W.N. 267, affirmed b}f) fore RmpELL,

el 21 g T L 0.W.N. 906, took place be

J, anq Jury at Toronto.

. S were as
0% © questigng put to the jury and their answer
Ollowg, " defendants
L Wag there any negligence on the p;a{‘tn(;f tJ}f Yes.
Whleh cangeq or helped to cause the collision ? fully. A. We
8 0 What wag the Eeeligcrce] Ansxﬁeie been stopped
fing With 1, evidence given the car should ha
Mag Ortep distance, t of the plaintiff
i1 Va8 thepg any negligence on th?_pa; A. Yes.
Whicl, Causeqd op helped to cause the collision ! = ‘ful‘lY. A. He
Migh: v 50 What wag the negligence? Answe
18ht € exercised g little more care. : ) of the plaintiff,
. Notwithstanding the negligence (if any ble care have
;0111(] t e efendants by the exerclse Of reasona
PeVQnted the Ry ;
collision? A. Yes. : ot do
L0, wher s}?;?ﬁd they have done which th;illd;.d L
1 Dave le Undone which they did? Answer his gong con-
:?:Hld B e e man sooner and sounded ! g
Uougly, intiff
. : ink the plainti
It the our answers, think t
entitled t ot Should, uspuorlrll }(’10 you assess as damages? A.

%Ohn M'ac(}regor, for the plaintift,

A MOSS, for the defendants. : 2
Why IDDELL, J5T 3 not think that there is any evidence :ir;st

Ich th, Jury conlq Properly find as they have d‘om(z ast;'xeg i
Popy Lot Ndan t ' Put, assuming that the findings can o
e is appal‘et’lt, I think, that all the acts Olf :i{iegjury
Mgy, FSaingg them yyopg of such a character as ’_It‘};gn T
tl'ibut e foung them ag primary negligence. i
’legli Ory negligence found took place at the same Vo s
5 e defendants—it was not follqwed by iz,lt =
bty ghgenee 1 the part of the defendantg, either vln pontinu-
ing 4or logieany “he negligence of the plaintiff was a co i
Gt ¥ € very instant of the accident, a}ld conse(i}uir(l)tﬁ’
es‘f’ldent WVas caugeq by concurrent negligence of b

T ! illing. 19
Il:inles};l,e faﬁe’ n my view, is covered by Re)én(x)\lds e‘;l Tél(}nflg‘,i’mlcs
R, Tpp i 539, allirmed by the Court o ppeal,




