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evr One of 4them *wlio was iii a Jiouse a short distane

Afrom the liue) heard nothiiug except the reversing of the
J. nDgie a! ter th3e accident. Tbe other two whio 'were~ drivmg

witlx the wiiesfirst imentioed said they had good hearing

sgns if theyad been given. The smot e &e p-

pears tq be that all persons withi~n heari»g distance ezeeptA

the stationl agent were called, anid whilq three of them heard
Do sgnals w2iatever, the rming two heard the station
signalbut di& not hear any cossing signal, an~d tb4 wil

thenr attention was notd iretd te the train, hr apal

nese wreso crumstnced as hethe whiste i i had
been sounded, and consequently the finding negati>ving ha

canno be nccessfully impugned as witM0

te wegtof ednc.Epially iniew ofthe fc ta
tesain aet(who was on theQ stto pJlarm we

we an hod that the jury wa ound to accept~ te ei&dence

ofthe crnpany's emloee as decie up the point i

Thse! jury 'earg eac ed f~the cnlso tha t ttt
wanig fth aprah f h tBLrinQRo the Uighayws

gienmgh pe l hn h ns rbbeepaaini

th- crcustnce o th peseic ofth wago onth


