
.IARW4HINSKY v. GRAND TRUYK R.It. CO.

tion or otherwise. The onus was upon the defendants, and the
transactions were improvident on the part of the plaintiff. J. M.
Farrell and A. E. J)ay, for the plaintiff. T. J. Rigney, for the
<lefendants.

J .ItSIIINSKY V. GRAND TRUNK I1.W. Co.-FALCONBRIDC.E,
C.J.K.B.-MARCHi 18.

Railway - Injury to Ped-estrian at Crossing - Rvidence -
Findîngs of Jury. I-Action against the Grand Trunk Ra.ilway
Company and the Wabash Railroad Company to reeover dam-
ages for injuries sustaincd by the plaintiff whcn struck hy a
locomotive engine in attcmpting to cross a Ene of railway. The
action -was tried with a jury at Sandwich. The action. was, at
Ilhe trial. disrnlisst-d as agaiinst the Wabash comparny. The jury

an)swered questions in regard f0 the issues betwecn thc plaintiff
and the Grand Traunk eornpany. ('ounsci for the Grand Trunk
eolltpan.y argued that. upon the plaintiff's own evidenee. the
aetion ought to bc dismissed: Grand Trunk R.W. C'o. v. Me-
Alpine. F19131 A.('. 838. The lcnroed ('hief Justice was of
op)iion that. although the evidence of the plaintiff was unsatis-
faetory. there was sonicthing upon whieh the jury tnight flnd in
hîs favour as to hMR position when he lookcd before attempting
to eross and as to the want of warning by bell. Upon the jury's
findfings, the ('hief Justice directed judgment to bhe ntered for-
the plaintiff for $1,254 and costs. F. W. Wilson, for the plaini-
tif. D. L. McCarthy, K.C., and W. E. Foster, K.C., for the
defendants.


