
movewent of the saine car preeeeding, as hie suppoe
its southward journey; and hie attention was distract
the vehicles driving down towards hirn, of whidh i h
keep eut of the w&y.

'ne findings of the jury in thiese- twe aspects of i
gcnee ar'e, 1 consider, well sup)ported by the evidence.

I do not see that there was any misdirection of i
the defendants are ini a position te comnphun. Soe rer
are found in the charge which -the lesrnied Judge woukt
bably have desired te correct, Lad hie attention bleeu
te them; but, under the circurnstancees, we cannot say
tiiey uow call for notice.

The Judge, 1 think properly, explained to the jur
rpeierights ef the public andl of the comn-y oi

liighway. Hle was not bound te tell themn that if thi
was moving only at the rate of 3 or 4 miles au heur,
was no higher duty upen the coempatny te give notice
would h. .caat upon a pereon driving a wsggou or~
vehlcle. And 1 do net think that any observation as
being the duty of " the car" going north to have rem
at the south switeh until the other had pssed it therE
at all likely te havo mnisled the jury, ini dealing wit
other plain hacts of the case.

There remainB the question of damnages. The jury
$1,800. The plsintiff>s expenditure h"s beoen pethaps
Hie sufferiugs were severe, and he was ceuied te the'
for several weeks. No bone w-as brekeni, and his pem
inj1Iy seeme hikely te be a certain fls.ttening of the
sonie dekree of lamnees, and sa possible tendency to
natism.

1 ýannot but think that tha6 suin awarded bv the ii


