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tion of affairs. If the council have or discover any remegr}::
or if they decide that the limitation already made by theand
gineer should be enforced, application may be made t0 me/nces
I reserve leave to the Crown to apply. Or, if Circumsgafen.
change in any way, the Crown may apply—or, if the ¢
dants do not proceed with due diligence in opening
ete., ete.

It is a matter of satisfaction that the verdic
the count 6A establishes overcrowding constituting 2. > a by
nuisance. The fact that the nuisance has only been i {yisio®
the jury to endanger property and health, and that the dI
in the jury prevented a finding that it endangered healt ipe
is only a matter of detail; the nuisance has been £oulL “;ould
consequence is not of importance. All that any ourt 21s0;
think of doing, had the conviction been on the counl yietion
can be done under the conviction as found. If the ¢ "
be sustained, it may well be that no further proceec ount:
be taken on count 6, and a nolle prosequi entered on t alielﬁy i

As to the first four counts, no harm can arise fr Omf ndant®
trying these; they are all for past defects. The & eerimenfi
through their counsel, undertake to make a careful exP 5 adop?
with every device which was suggested at the trial ; an
and use such devices as may prove successful. chani

If this undertaking be carried out—and thasis erint
superintendent swore that he had carte blanche t0 expw in-
and try anything which occurred to him or of which 2 Whiﬁh
formed, and to adopt everything, no matter what the €% g be

fomilty 0
t Of ! gul ymon

: 5 oy
was calculated to increase protection for the public agail- II;
unnecessary to proceed with the first four coul}ts not prevenf

any event, the adjournment of the present triql wl nding °

a bill being laid for the operation of the road since H2 this date

this bill by the grand jury, even if anything before oy

is excluded, which I much doubt. o thlnt
On the whole, with the undertakings ment101 ’ the nex

the further trial of this case may be adjourne

sitting at Toronto for the trial of criminal cases:

RippELL, J.

*JONES v. TORONTO AND YORK RADIA Jigonee
J—Ned 2l Negh
neé

Street Railway—Injury to Person Crossing Trac
Excessive Speed—Failure to Give Warmnd— Negligé
gence—Contributory Ncgligcncc——Ult@mate
Findings of Jury.

*To be reported in the Ontario Law Reports.
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