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3lot contributed to the accident, and tbiey
gave her £500 to pay her doctor's bis
and the court considering the finding
warranted, declined to interfere with the
ameunt of damnages.

Bovili, Q. C., urged that if the lady, in-
atead of jumping as shedid, had turned
herse1f round and availed herseli' of the
assistance of both steps and of the handies
of the carrnage, the accident woulId not
have happened ; 'but Williams, J., said
se-verely that Ilin the present fashion of
female attire, the m'ode of descent suggost-
,ed by the l'airned counsel would ho scarce-
Iy decont." This judgmont was given in
1865, and as fashions change, one can
hardly docide what a lady iniglit or shou2d
do in this presont year of grace. Whiere,
howovor, Mr. and Mrs. Siner arrived in
daylight at iRhyl station and the carrnage
in which they were ovorshot the platform;
the passongers were neithor told to keep
their seats non got out, for was there any
offer mnade to back up, non did the train
&gain movo until it started on its onwand
journoy to iBangor. After exhausting lis
stock of patience, the husband, follow-
ing the example of lis folio w travel-
lors, alighted 'without asking the corn-
pany's servants to back the train to the
platform or holding any communica-
tion witli thom whatover. The wife
thon, standing on the iron steps of the
carriage, graspod, both hier husband's hands
and jumped down, straini ng her kaee in
the act. .Thera was a foot-board between
the mron steps anil the groinnd which sho
iniglit have used but did not. Thero was
no evidence of any car~eesness or awk-
wardness oxcept such as might be inforred
froni these facts. In an action brought
againist the company for this injury, the
court held (Kelly, C. B., diss.) that theno
was noeovidenco of nogligence in the de-,
fendants, and that the accident was entire-
ly. the resuit of the woman's own acts in
awkwardly and carelessly jumping. The
case of Foy v. London, êfc., ante was dis-

tin guishod, as there an express invitation
to, alight was given. But the Chief Baron
thouglit the stopping, of the train at the
station wîthout any notice to the passen-
gers not to get out, was an invitation to
thomn to do se0 that the dsceont at that
place was dangerous, but not se eloarly
dangorous that the plaintiff miglit not
propenly eneounter the risk ; and that the-
Company having wrongfully put the pss-
ongers to the necessity of ehoosing bo-
tween two alternatives, the incenvenionce
of being carried 'on and the danger of get-
ting o~ut, weno liable for the consequoncesý
of the chioice, 'provided it 'was not exer-
cised. wantonly or unreasonably: Siner v.-
G/reat Western R. -W. Co., L. R. 3 Ex. 150.

Se where a short-sighted gentleman,
who weIl knew the station, got ont of the

Itrain whilo the eanitiage in which ho had
been sitting was stili in a tunnel, and in
making lis way to the platform, stum-
bled over some rubbîsh and foîl, breaking
his leg and otherwvise iljuring himself, so
that hoe shortly died. fromn the effeçts ;
the're being no evidlence thiat the train
had comne to a final stand-still, or that the
eompaniy lad dosigned the passongers toý
aliglit thon, it was held that the personal,
representative of the deceased could not
recover against the Company : Bridjee
v. North Loledon Ry. Co., L. R. 6 Q. B.
377. The, fact that the deeease d was
shont-sighted imiposed no additional obli-
gation on the Ined ns.T ono case
the platformu was curved. back froin the
lino so as t3 lave a space of two foot
betwoen the carniage and tho platfonm;
tho train having stoppod, and the namne
of the place ha ving been called out, one
Praoger, a passengor, stopped forth and
fell between, iljuring himsohf thereby.
A good deal of evid once was givon as to,
the circumstancos of the accident anid tIcr
knowledge of tho plaintiff of the pecu-
liarities of the station. Tho jury gave
the plaintiff a verdict, but the Court
made absolute a mbl to enter a nonsuit
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