
2. If :io, in wlîat did such negligemîvo rvc of diut.
coensizt? A. lIn not looking after t1lwhatîng, (if Ille 1w--11
froin 1*2 o'cloek Satiirdav nighflt unitil 1'2 Xok unyno.

3. Wtu: the iIInetýS of the ]phîiultiff' w'hcIuhiiî&'it
failowed hIîs imprisoinilent sa~e v~uch 017ien o
breach (il duty? A. Yes.

4. Wzus the plaîntitr t ut1 litmu, Of >uehiinr-nnet

ii rteaisnatI1y good state ilf hah A. Yesz.

.Il' noi, did lie ink- nown to lx(e ir .Mmione Vt1h1 fai t
o~f hlie Ilaltli be'ing impairtd, and requost ilhat thie uedl beý
beated sci a- b meet ali reasonbable requireluets becatise of
Ili> lllplireýd state ()I'ath A. 'No.

ï6. fi Ill plaiititli ai the tinie of h5 iuur-nnetiu
been in a relisonahly' good] btle of hebblth, woulld the, coni-
Lions to wili i wals subljeetI duriing his iirnprliiinment have

Ille te icn-senpaedof? A- Yes.

whirlh siipplied heati to tlia cili? A. Ys

8.Was be unaaîgiehaigo h'c-l 01,% rt-
tant tif thi , edan~ A. Ys

plaintiff? A. AwNard $2.0

Atiéer tue4 jury rire1-id Io nidrteqwto.tl
plitiffi -1111el <skvd tht Ili litei o'f u'to No6th

folli nlg 141stion '114>11d lie suiinittd:

-If Ille piiîbI w lol theon il] a vesnal eox talo
or hetalth. ;1114 did ina.ko i] faýci ktic)wn t,, bwe ir MIoori .
flid 11 lieenattaeraoa1prauiîstpret c

This queston nmerudi-a1 allo lid bu1 ubnitte4d
ii thev Mu.i addition 141bc Ille e iuntod ai the

jnry's answer toit ws"e.

T'his an>wer rnayv bqprahasd- read as l1w

" llavingl, regard bu thei ilitiess of bbci plaînâliif et the tiwe

of Ibis imlprb.oIImlent, thi. l(ileendats t1okraoal rcn
fions Io preveait hli, uTrngijr
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