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An appeal by the defendant cornpan f rom the ji
KEu4Y, J., 47 0,.R. 526, 18 O.W.N. 226.

The appeal was beerd by MiEEITH, C..J.O. -~~
and FGUSON, JJ.A.

G. Lynch-$taunton, K.C., and C. Gibson, for th,

M. J. (YReiUly, K.C., for the plaintiff, respondent.

FERGBONJ.A., i a written Judgment, after Sett
farts, said that the verdict and judgment tapleured tc
based upon the theory that there -is more danger of
alightig from a street car being injured by passing mnc
when the~ car is stopped at a place other than the regul
place;ad, thoug the8 sno law to prevent tIestre4
stopped at such a place, that the street railway cou
the, alightingpssne a gre<d!er duty to protectk
apiinat injury from psigvehicles than it owes wbi
is made at a regular stopping place.

Th1is was not thbe case of a street car beiug stoppe
selected by the motorman or conductor, coupled wit]
or implied invitation to alight. The selection was ii

plai3lt.ff-he was repnile for the making of the >e

Neither the Moltor Vehicles Aet nor the muni(
made it umlawful to stop at any place other than
stoppig place, and there is nothing in the Act th&
obligation or duty of the driver of an automobile le
street car id stppped at a point other than the regu

Reference to Huay v. Canadiau Pacific ILW. Cc
CaR. S.C.R. 283; Wallace v. E,'mployer&, Liabilit:

Cororaion(1912), 26 O.L.R. 10; Oddy v. West
R.W. Co. (M),1> 178 Muis. 341.

Tiiere MIS 110 evlidence tço support the jury'F ibd
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