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Whether the, pilintiff's acution be hased (in faillure to obseorve
lj orjt.4r ru.sta (mqaicntat hr is no reasonýr why v I

~udnot recrover surcie loss or daaeas Iue rnay fairly have
mainedl noir why the saine measure-4 shoWlId flot aply . 'l'le

ieyâ! bas beeni is4(ertiuet by the IrndtrialJdgun
'11dnve addincei l'y bloth parties, anld bis finldlng hren a
imsioa o! fact. shouild nlot lie disturb-ed, buit should standf as i](
.-- Ult if 111. plainltiff' loss wiPh Il(, shotild recover fronti flt

-reitants.
Tho- appeaoýl shotild, trerb alwdanid ugenci
n-d foir the, plainitif! forl N7X) Ithl eosts herie anid blw

writing.

lir TAYLOR AND VILLAG~E 0F BELLE RVR

uor#roioi-Clsin of hi>ar of rc Ij u ry te
F'rcpirlY ot Abuiittingi eil MluiJc1ial Acf, sc'. 47-Pro-

lxri y bljuio etuly A 1ffcidi " (1 'ompc), li on-1 ?4a h

Â%pp-l by the- village corporation from thev order ofrU~>K
J,. .x. 1)_ 1 ().WN, 609, disiniissing thiIr appeal fr-oll ain award

)r lnlitio to à Iltnd-ownier for inijuryN to lierpoeryy


