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issue being, as between herseif and the defendant, should t1.
defendant pay the $950.

Thiere wilI bc judgment for the plaintiff for- $9ý50 and iii-
terest thereon froin the teste of the writ, with, eosts,.
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NETTLETON v. TOWN 0F PRESCOTT.

Trial-.Juryiý-A4nswers to Qu[insInosiin indittg,
-Mistrial.

The plaintiff was confined in the lock-upý owiwed and estai)-
lished by the defendants, the municipal orrtinof the.
town of Prescott, and in hîs statement of vaiimi allegedl tiis;
-Whilst. he was so confined the defendaiit, elgnl omittýd.
to keep the lock-up rclasonably warm, ai)d that suewh negli-
gence occasioned to him a serious illne4-, and hav brouight t
action to recover damiages because of the îinjuryý whieh he
thus sustained. Other causes of action were, set for-th in the,
stateinent of dlaim, but were abandoned at the trial.

J1. A. Hiiteliesn, K.O., for plainiff.
J. B. C~larke, K.C.. and J1. K. Iusersetfor

defendants.

MULOCX, C.J. :-The evîdence of the plintif %vent to)
shew that at the tîme of his imprisoninent he( Iiad Bright'.
diseae; that, during the nighit following hii, arr(,,t the. vqiI
was allowed to beco!ne very cotd; that the n(ext dlay h. w.
found to, be seriously il], was removed to 1is, h1o11e0 ai)d thnre
suffered a protracted illness.

The case was tried with a jury, and the following, aIreth
questions submitied to, thexn and their ains.wirs:

1. Were the defendants guilty of any negligence( or bneavh
of duty ini respect of the heating of the lock-up? A. e


