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*DALE v. TORONTO R.W. CO.

Triail-Jury-Address of Counsel for Padf-nlrmtr
Language-VT erdict for Plaintiff-Alotîon by De fru4dnts for
New Trial-Objeton. not Taken, <ifTia- ivrIt of
Trial Judge.

Appeal by the defendants £rom the judgment ofDET ,
Jun, Co. C.J., in favour of the plaintif, uipon the findings. (if a

iuyn an action brought in the County Courýt of the Couintyv of
York,- to recover damages for injuries sustained ]bN thie plaintiff
by being thrown f rom the step of one of the deed Ntstreet
ear4, byý its being negligently started with a jerk. as slhe allegevd.
when she was about to alight. The jury accepted the plaintiff's
accou)tnt of the occurrence, as against that of the dlefendanetst
whieh was that ishe got off voluntaril ' while thie car, wam in
motion; the jury also found that there was no conitibu)tory.N nezli.
gence 0on her part; and they assesaed hier damages at $925.

The defendants asked for a new trial, upon affidavits statîng
that the language used by the plaintiff's counisel iu addresiig
the jury at the trial was improper and iuflamnniatoi-y; these
affidavits were answered by affidavits filed by the plaintiff.

The appeal was heard by RIDDELL, LÂTC1HFORD, IDLTN

and KELýLY, JJ.
1). L. MeCarthy, K.C., for the appellants.
N. F. Davidson, K.C., for the plaintiff.

R1DDEM,., J., read a judgrnent, in the resuit of which the
other memher8 of the Court eoneurred, iu which he raid that the

*This ease and ail others so marked to be report-d in the. Outarit, Law
Reports~.
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