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efendan s .
° _,'witltl,otl};e mjury must have been caused by the negligence of the defendant
CCident. “Itth.e nﬁgllgence of the plaintiff contributing in any way to the
thlchards, 3C. &liit8el C!tlty Of' a p'er'son,” said Pollock, C.B., in Williams v.
the ®0trance of 4 st;' ’ th) is driving over a crossing for foot-passengers at
) Uty of 5 f eet to drive slowly, cautiously, and carefully; but it is also
T0ssing. s a foot-passenger to use due care and caution in going upon such
etio fo,r in’as hot to get among the carriages and thus receive inju;y ” In an
:ervant of t}furles sustained through being run over by a vehicle dr;ven by a
“ ull up, ifehie{lenddant, evidence that he might have seen the pla,intiff in time
aSkld " i 2o a not. been looking at his horses, owing to the want of a
0q als, that ng down hill, was held sufficient evidence on the defendant’s part;
OSsing the reven although there was some negligence on the plaintiff's part ir;
S Sonable caorid’ yetlthe defendant was liable if his servant, by the exercise of
lepr’,"gett v. Ball’ CIC;U d have seen the deceased, and avoided the accident,
Wing the cas 4 F. & _F" 472. In cases of this sort, to warrant the judge in

Me eVidenCee :f) they]ury, proof of well-defined negligence, and not merely
. ®e the eviden negligence on the part of the defendant, must be adduced.
o €€ on the part coef ;t,’}llven is equally consistent with there having been no negli-
meetent for the j ¢ defendant as with there having been negligence, it is not

lWdence m e judge to leave it to the jury to find either alternative ; such
ot ust be taken as amounting to no proof of negligence. Tl;us in

V. W,
an N Oad, 209 L.
d 9 L.J.C.P., 333, the deceased endeavoured to Cross the road,-

ad Cro : . .
ssed the line of direction in which the defendant’s omnibus was
e, she turned

hich she had

' edin
baCk 8, when, alarmed at the approach of some other vehicl

and ep )
deavoured to regain the pavement on the side from W

Starte .
y and. i .
izhe Dight i’alsndS; Solng, was knoCke('i down by the defendant’s horses and killed.
siq S- The Omnl;blland It was snowing tast, but the streets were well lit by gas
th & The A s was proceeding at an ordinary pace and was on its proper
o ver saw the woman cross the road clear of his omnibus, but at
o the

ton . omen ,
t}?e Uctor, ;ns(? ewdttempted to re-cross he had turned his head to speak t
hy acts g nOn-su'?S not aware of the deceased’s danger until too late.
iva- acted in L was entefe(.i, Such are the principles on which th
l‘l’l'gen-,ent cases where injuries have been sustained in consequenc
of the rule, and on which actions are maintainable at commo
velling or being
le, shall turn out

Upon
e courts
e of the
n law.

In opy..
:‘Opon a hi;}tlarlo’-by R.S.0., c. 195, s5- I, 2 and 3, persons tra

the right ‘f";ay in charge of a vehicle, On meeting another vehic
et One-half Oorrfl t:e centre of the road; allowing to the vehicle or horseman so
rig;:e“ing at a the road: or if vehicle or horseman be overtaken by another
tay tang anowgrez.l:ler speed, the personl So overtaken shall quietly turn to the
the OUt to the S.alh vehicle or horseman to pass, and if the driver is unable to
the Other yep; right he shall immediately stop, and if necessary for the safety of

eof tq icle, and if required so to do, shall assist the person in charge

P ass without damage.—Ep. C.L.]J.] °




