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control as to be incapable (a) of recovering at all against
At thixl party, or (b) of recovering where lier husband
her. But the answers of the jury gave rise to difficulty%
a pi!uper basis to consider that problein.

estions 1 and 2 the jury were aMked whether they accepted
itiffs' account of what, happened or the defendant's
The jury answered both of these, in the negative.

questions which followed were ail préfficated uponi the
i. by the jury of one or other of these amcunts, and
expressed. Question 3 (a) was: "If you aceept the
account, do you find the collision was caused by the

t's negligence. The next'tw\o questions, 3 (b) and 3 (c),
jeet to the saine condition. Questions 4 (a), (b), and (c)
wise based on the acceptance of the defendant's version,
so expressed.

le jury had negatived the acceptaiîce of either of the
given of the accident by the re.sp)ective parties and their
, the answvers were either usele-ss or înerehy conveyed the
ion that, provided the plaintiffs' or defendant's version
ited, the other party w~ould appear to have been negligent,
was equally void of legal îiport.
s ,eesay however, to read Ille charge of the trial Judge,
s the questions and answers, so as to consider thein in the
lie instructions under %which they wvere given.
mtire discussion by the trial Judge of the negligence of
tes and the bearing o! their ncts uponj the question of
or perhaps contributory negligence wws based wholly
truth of one or other of the versions of how the accident
1, and not upon the assuxnption that neither mniglit be
Drrect. Lt was, no doubt, initendced diffelrently'\; but the
p as stated, and the acts designated negligence hy the
e were those asserted as such by the plaintiffs and defend-
etiveIy.

wuyere not in a position to deal with the real issues
em, and theabearing of the various events was not correctly
dopre them.
pswer that "neeessary caution not taken on approaching

angeouscorer"was just the. sort of vague stateraent
bit bc expected f rom a jury con! used by the. conflicting
id without clear guidance as to negligence. T hat answer
mifficiently clear Wo base upon it a definite finding of such
e s would Tender either party liable. The resuit ws

aoeobscure because the. jury failed Wo respond Wo the
)f theé trial Judge that they should specify the particular
!h they considered negligent. The jury are bound Wo


