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IIUMBElISTONE v. TORONTO AND YORK RADIAL R.WV.
Co.

Street Railicay-Injiiry Io Prsoi on Jlighwuay Ngign
Evidence-Pindîngs of Jutry Mlooi for N<oiuit-Spe(d
of Car-Sounding Whfl ntroIailwaY A1cf, R,>S.O.
1914 ch. 185, sec. 155-Contributory Neglige;Ie Ult1imafe
Negligence.

Appeal by the defendants f ront the judgmientl of M~inr
(1,.J..P., of the l7th Novemnber, 1914, uponi the fiiniigs of al
jury, in favoui' of the plaîntiff, for $1,0()0 alid vosts, ini ali ao-
tion for danmages for personal inijuries suta;iied 1b'y thie plaii-
tiff by beiiîg struek by a car of the defeiidants uponl a igay

The appeal was heard by F.ALCONIll11m;I, C.J.K.B., 11loixuNS,

J.A., and LATC11FORD and KELLY, J.J.
C. A. Moss, for the ;1p)pellants.
M. K. Leniiox, for thie plaintiff, respouideiit.

The judgmnit of the Court wati dclivered b ICONRU0E

('J.K.B. :-This is an appeal f rom the iiudgmiieiit of thle Cihief

Justice of the EL ominon Pleas, proniouniced at thie trial of the Ie~
tion with a jury.

The action îs for danuages for injur ies which thxe plinitiffsues-
tainied by reason of the alleged negligence of the defenidants in
operating an electric car on Yonge street, Ii the village of Nvw-
tonbrock.

The jury answered questions, and the 1eairned Chief Justicer
on their answers entered a verdict for thie plaintiff for $1,OOO.

Several grounds were taken iin the niotice of aIppeal, but thev
only one rclied on was that there was nio ev-idenic iii support of
the findings in the plaintiff's favouir, nd1 that therefore there
should have heen a nonsuit.
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