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COURT OF APPEAL.

OcToBER R9TH, 1910,

*TOMS v. TORONTO R. W. CO.

D“mayea?\Personal Injuries—Traumatic Neuresthemiq— Railway
Shock " —Jury.

Appeal by the defendants from the
CJK. i

B, in favour of the plaintiff, upon the findings of 5 jury, in
an action for damages for Injury sustained by the plaintiff by the
negligent OPeration of a car of the defendants in which he was a

Passe_nger on the yth October, 1908. The negligence was admitted.
+ 1€ Jury assessed the damages at $1,500.

€ only question upon the appeal was whether there coulq be
VeIy in respect of injuries of a nervous origin.

The appeal was hearq by Moss, C.
d Maogg, Jy 5

Jjudgment of FALCONBRIDGE,

2 reco

J.0., GARrow, MACLAREN,

D. I, McCarthy, K.C., for the defendants, contended that there

. 10 recovery, anq that the question of damages should have

en Submitteq to the Jury as in Henderson v, Canada Atlantic R.
% 25 A. R. 437, affirmeq 29 8. C. R. 632

C. A Masten, K.C., an

d M. Q. Cameron, for the plaintiff,

€ Teaso

0, a very sufficient one,
Physic

among others, that the
al injury is one of very do

ubtful meani ng. There

* .
his cgeq Will be reported in the Ontario

Law Reports,
vor, ;. O.-W.N. o, 7
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