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îng that the aeeident did happen hv reason of thle defend-
ants' neglect, ieaving,( open thle furîlier iietîlwhIetiier

otliter eauses, andi anionn- tiein the tiegligenrt ciue of the
ile-e.seti entrîlîuted te it."

On the otiier Iiand iii Moore v. Grand Triink fli. (;.,
0. W. Rl. 2111, '-%r. Jtiasti(-e Magée refuied te ent er jîtdgnieît,
aithtugli te the question, \Vaý tihi ileatî of the 1 laîntitf'i
Iîuslanîl oeùa,.ioned liv the i egiigenue of thle dfnat '

t lie jury aisw ered eYl.
1 tîiîîk. tee. tliat thie îlefendants- liad a riglît te an a!)-

swer te t le if th 4jîest ion. ýSv alsi ( teilici v. (hi rel, Il
A. R?. 685.'. 1 ivili not direut juiioueîî to be entered for thLi
plaint itY.

Thle defeudants ien'w tliei r appliuation for tionsitit. 1
in now of opinion tiat I sliould îlot hiave allowed the ea-e
to go to the juinv. Awnigst other tiiings, it Nvas streuusl v
argueti ut the trial and is iow argued again, that tlwre is
neo evidenve of eggeieupon the part of the defendants.
1 liii'.e neot eiiaiqed mv niind ou this lîraneli of thle case. If

tIo livr ar ans- eireuîiistanees wiiici cotilhi le vouinted for neg-
ligece aain4thle defendaîits, aidt( tre- iý a prima, faciîr oase
îiioie res'jwci>, t lien thlese ci rviîiiîtant.e(S nuut lie left for

thev ioiîsidi-rat ion of the jur-Y. 1 thlen tiieughit ani d s-ilI tiiiti k
tat tiiere w ere cýircuistanc(es deposed to, andi tieories il-

uanced liv thle exi .- i fromî wi jeu aitholieit faîl inir far short
of wliat 'wouh Id stis . mv ind, a jiirv iiiiglît infer negi i-

gence ad, tiirore, unît ters prelier te lie w'glieîl andi
îîroiotîýýi eh need n o 1I,ý thle jui*v%. Bu t iiit cih rti- iii staiices of
ti u ase, it %\;> mf ne eessaril 'v , etrieugi tlîatf t lic plaint itT
Slieuid (ri~ vine of the deiaît'iligenc lie iîîs

Pliew tliat thli tleca ýe wac ting resnll or tatlier, lie
n11114 lt Iciîst clseîiý s a îtlio1It dlisclosiiîg tblat tîte de-

eeased was tl l imt( îlJt hflir ou n ilisastér.
If, ini aitv uise, te l eu' ev ihence for lthe plaîntif! is tlîît

tie person injitrel deirdte le inutret, or is reeklessl y ini-
i iteretît as te wiletII4r1 l1w i> ilijurel tir tint, knewîngiv pîiîluts
itînself iu ile wav% of th iailer there cati of ro"r-, lie no
recoverv altliouigl tue ilefenidiîit is sltcwni te 1  e liet
as wecl.

A s 1 saiu.Izzie Aristroîig ih thle onl *v witne-ss t o tlie
f 11<[s il site d iscloses iot mtl v that site andi lier si4erv knepw

cf the dage ii(1 tîtat it was itcreaseil lv tîte abs4ence cf
Ftreet liglttiîtgr at tîtat pîlace, hu aIse siieli a eareless andt
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