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and openÎng them. and getting off when the train waas again
in motion: the time during whichi the train was actually
stopped is variously put at from one minute and a half to
three minutes, the piaintiff's companion testified to about
a minute and a 14alf: and so it seems difficuit ta accouint for
the plaintiff's movemnents during that time, -onless it was
nearly ail spent in vain efforts to open the doors, though
neither testified to anything pointing to more than a £ew
moments' stay there. If it were proper that a way out
through that door should have been provided that duty
woul(l have been performed if the doors were opened after
the train stopped and kept open long enougli to enable pas-
sengers having ordinary diligence ana care to alight. But
it may be that if the jury were riglit in their findîng, then
those doors were not open at any fiie diiring the stop;
ana the evidence of the conductor, as weii as that of the

baearcspecting thein is unt rue, and v*'t ït iii ight have
been better if the question had flot been liinited ta the tiie
Ccwhlen thie train came to a stop?'

Assmin, hwcvrthat thec finding oughit ta be that
no esoal maso alighting f rom ilhe train was af-
fordedt at thioso doors:, di-ng thatt stop.li was; tiieýre negligvnuýe
on the( paritt oil the deýfudalints ini thati ri.-pec :-?

An1Y f!indingýý 11panl tho e lvhoi eviden(u ulpon tis question
is 1)it thelre' was. le defenida nts <Iid flot at tli( trial take
thue Position tha;t it was not their duty ta asegr ta pro-
vide, a %vay' ouit 1b the doorsz ini the rear of ithe , ilr in wliiich
the plainltiff was; the whole of flic tecsîinY in thcir be-
half points in the other way; it ta taw tue (,,ect that those
doors are always kept open for thiat purposýe uintil that train
leaves ti]e station at which the acuident oceurrcd, and that
thcy vi'ere to open so thaï tlie plaintiff îCig and sho-ald
have passed through them in aiighting on the occasion in
question.

Then was the negleet of the trainmen to open them,
or to have them open, the proximate cause of tlic plaintiff's
injury? 1 arn unabie to say that it was; feeling eonstrained
to ind that thie waijt of ordinary cure on the part of bis
comlpanion and hiiiseif, on the eontrary, was tlhc cause of
thlis iinost regrettabie accident.

Finding nio wuy ont by the rear doors, and that somne
of those doors werc sa fastened that they coula not ho
opened, which need have been the work, of a few seconds


