
RAILwAY AND

dence as to Cause o! Collision, -
Neglige-nce-Cntributory Negligence
-Disobedience of Rules of Railway
Company--Oonstructiodf of Written
Rul1es-Quest ions for Jury-Func-
tions o! Trial Judge-Irh0tructionis to
Jury-Mistrial-New Trial: Walker
v. Wabash R. R. Co., 250; 18 0. L.
R. 21.

Injury to a-ad Consequeut Death of
Servant-Collision of Trains-NTegli-
gence-Action against two Railway
Companies-Disinisal as against one

at oncuso-aofPlalutlff's Case -
Verdict agalnst the Other-Trial -
Prejudlc-.T-ury-Judge's Charge -
Evidence as, to Criminal Uhaige
againt Conductor-dmiisibility-
Excessive Damages-New Trial-
Reduction by Consent: (Jray v.
Wnaah R_ R. C0. and Grand TrlLIk

LB.D-RESCISSION OF ORDEU. 62
RE01I VER.

Erquitable Execution - Jtidgment more
than Twenty Years Old-Statute of
Limitations-Effect on Receivership
Order of Expiry of Judgment-Oper-
ation of Order-Injunction: Kinnear
v. Clyne, 776, 4138.

Bee Company, 4-Pleading, 1.

RECOGNISANCE.

See Municipal Elections, 1.

REPERENCE.

See Company, 16-Local Master-Luna-
tic-ale f Gods,1.

RELEASE.

1. Action for Iibel-Sttlement Pendling
Action -Validity - Pleading-
Costs: Scarrow v. Gummer, 608.

2. Judgment Recovered by Plaintiff-Re-


