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be accepted. But, taking the other evidence into account, t~
was a deccided prepouderance in favour of the plaintiff. The
dence of the plaintiff's daugliter was reliable, and sliould
accepted as giving a substantially accurate account of 9
occurred. It wvas strengtliened and corroborated by the pi
tiff's wife and son and by Cecil Congram. The learned Judge
sAtiîsfied that the defendant was the aggresor throughout,
that the injuriesî complained of were occasioned by his act&. I
mnen acted very f oolishly, the plaintiff acted improperly, btt
illegally, at the beginning. He was quite too eager to nia]
mountain out of a very littie thing--the temporary trespak
cattie uipon unenclosed land-too prompt in serving notice;
more domninating and exacting than hie should have beeni.
did not relieve the defendant f romn responsibility for hus at
upon the plaintiff, and the very serlous injuries lie inflicted,
it justified an utof the (lainages at a sompewhat Iowver
than would çothierwise be riglit. The plaintiff had shewn an m<
finaneial loss of S385.50, and, a firail and somrewhat helpiesa
at the best, lie will be somewliat less capable for the renaind
his life iii consequenee of the injurie-, lie received on the 14tIL
1018. The defendant was physically capable of occasiomnn
injuries and lie ocesmioned them. There should be judgmien
the plaintiff for $500 damages, with County Court costs, an
set-off. (). E. Klein anid J. C. MNoure, for the plaintiff. R1.
stone, for the defendamt.


