
MORAY v. BURROUGHS~. 1

on a rifle and ammunition therefor upon the streets of

ý.. Hutcheson, K.ýC., for the plaintiffs.
A. Laveil, for the defendant.

ION, J. :-The plaintiff John Adam Moran is also an
oif about the same age as the son of the defendant.

the son of the defendant was using the rifle to shoot at
:, and perinitting the infant plaintiff and other boys to
Ihe ganie rifle, the infant plaintif! John Adami Moran
Dt, eausing im to lose completely hîs left eye. 1 asked
ry to answer certain questions, which they did, flnding
nc on the part of the defendant, whîch negligenie
ned the accident, and injury to the infant plaintiff!; and

-yassed the damages at $300.
ut the further questions: "Was the boyv plaintif! giuilty
xibutory negligence, that is to say, could lie, by the exer-
ressonable care, have avoided the accident;- and, if 80,

vas the negligence of the boy plaintif! which you flnd? 1"
oey anawered that the infant plaintif! could, by the exer..

reasonable care, have avoided the accidet-that hie
have walked behind instead of in front. Thiat answer

dly mean that the boy plaintiff, at the time the firing
,ing on, walked in front of the firing line. There was no
ce that the gun was Întentionially fired at tiie tirne of
eident. Upon the undisputed evidence, the gun was
atally discharged when being held hy the son of the deo-
it, and while a stru.grle was going on for the poseson
gun, between the son of the defendant and aniother boy-
e plaintiff.
tb.re wua any evidenc of contributory negligence which

have been subinittedl Î~o the jury, the de(fenidant is en-
to the. benefit of the Pury's finding. 1 arn of opinion that
wus no evidence that would disentitie the plaintif! to
r merely by reason of contrihutory negligence. The pre..
ion sould stand that, tiiis infant plaintiff is not respon-
'o in.gligenee. To disentitie the infant plaintif! to re-
~it would require to b. shewn that the injury was occa-
altopetier b)y hie own so-ealled negligence.

e juy asesd the. damnages at $300-quite too saal an
kt i the. plaintiffs are entitled to recover at all. U'pon the.
ay soliditor adviaing- that there ws liability would think
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