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no evidence to shew 'how the accident happened. The jury
found that children played on the land to the knowledge of the
defendants, that tbere was no invitation to the plaintift to Use
the land unaccompanied; that the defendants ought to have
known that there wae a likelihood of children being injured by
the atones and that the defendants did flot take reaaonable
care to prevent; ohildren being injured thereby and upon theme
findinge Se.-utton, J., gave judgnient for the plaintiff-he -hold-
ing that the ease was governi-d -by Coolce v. Midland an~d G.'W.
R1/. (1909) A.-O. 229, the turxitable tase (see ante vol. 45 p.
515), but the Court. of Appeai ('Cozens-Hardy, MR., and Far-
well, and Hamiilton, L.JJ.), overruled h-Is decision holding there
being naeither allurenieiit or trftp, nor invitation, nor dangerous
object placed on the land, there was really no evidenee to go
to the juVy on whioh they could flnd any legal liability on the
part of the defendants. for the injury complained of. The
action was therefore dismissed.


