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faci that hw did inaku it asowner of thtlgod for tht'ul lo"
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w1ichi t'o Court no0W e in toLe tht igh ont': tlîa. 1'- tat ;Io
shoild( look t o the( carrier fobis; fos ie dli( inot semto hau
recededl 0rî h util the' !lanm-s Oien fo h'pricie of, th!w nd

eie:Il his tI-ý Ilie invoic of t1li g)odsý. cointuh'
Course (Af trd' ewtnte patieIs, xr. l xipe
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SEO D IIISION.L Couivr. API'rL 15111i, 1919.

S ETT PINGTON v. SýANDWI( 'II W\INDSORý)] AND
AMHUERSTBUIMRG RAI LWAY.

,SfeefRaiwaj Ifur toJ>wie<je Alyhtngfrom Mloving Cul.
NeglIgen7ce of S(eri-v1nt of RaiwaY ('ompany Operaling Coi-

Overrowdng-xit-oorLçft Opc -Absencv of ('onfinbuory?
Ne.glgenc-Findngs f Jury.

Appeal bY the deednsfromi thejugrnxî of Mi L'K,iý
C.J.Ex., upon the' findings of a urini faour ofithe limiffor

the reecovery' of -5-00) lainages..
The. plaintifi %vas a pa;,-senger Ii a oar of tO'iefnnts fronil

which she attempted to alighit while it was' Mu motion; she feUl ani
sustained the' injury' of which she vonîiplailled. Slie alleged

nelgneon the part of, the' servanfis of the' degfenda'tits operating

The. jurvr found( that tlie defendants were guiltyv of ne(gligericeý(,
which onsisted -of an open door wlàle the car wa)S still Mi motion,"-

àmd tliat, there wasý. no vontributory niegligen(c on the. part of the.
pWttf; thpyassessed lier dlamages ut210.


