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that nngt ariise in --~ a railwa 'v cornpanv should be guiltv of
a ( at Of negligde- not thien apparent. ... Perhaps ht
1-a be uggeted that whien the car staried she shoula have

l~iidher plans and] reîîîained onthe car. But was h. practi-
aleÉ 1-lr lier t0 hav e done sou ''lie jury negativ cd suceh suggestion

whenthe founi hatshe as ov u ilh (if negligence or want of
iare in alighiting as she did. W..e Lai ta sc lxow seizing

theq iiindiIraial woul, urulder the ciretimstances hiere. have enabled
ier , alig-ht in safety. 'l'le jury ev identiv took this view whier

the, -iive al nere pena ini gues ;aý1 ta whether taking hold of'
t1chadraw woul hav e li e er. 'Jlîey dIo Dot inake a positive

inigthai it would; lit. eveni iail îîe~ fietind, we are of
opnin iai tiili a fbid iîîg Nvoul liax e ta he disiregarded, there

biiig no oucxdnte to suppo)rt the ronteîtiin that taking lîold of
owhelanti-rail w ould hiave penvdthe acident,

Thï. lasi aex of negli--enveý. aevoirding ta the jurv's finding. was
t i ng gn tartifng af 1 lie e ar, wiehI Nvii thle eaullsa eausan s. and

thetre i io evidenee to shem- tlîîît, after that negligcnt art, it was
p 1sihl fr the plainti if ta have doue anything to haveaerd

Aqaldisinî i'ý'ed witli costs-.
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Il ii On~1ruIaj J?'qu~l f Residue Io ('hildren-ubliu
",.r o f? a,ý,7Jr#cn ?Il ,vn ' f Ihahof Chiild bof aore l'or

e'd Cf I).rblýu '4'ntIYl< nCild «)ace
('hild G(iraad ii Ihpeaniq(hii 8~r uoP4butoe? tispr fA Wnv-.Inq of lnfaint-Pay-
men l «/ rw;l Guatrdimn i-Paiypeni Înt Court.

Motion bvý tiei expentors of the wihl ni James No"rth Carter.
levase. ; anorder dv(ternxiing qule4tionq airising in the di-

rbtinof thipe sfte.

W~. . MddleonK.C., for thxe exeeutors and three henclh-
cia riesý.

C. A. o~ foýr Mr.Jennie Trwin.
MeGegr oing, K.(!,, for Nrs. Shannon, mother and guard

ia fthiiýnfant claýimrant.
F, W. Jlarcoiirt, IC.C.. for ftie infant claimnant. Ibxvmnond

Stuart Cart-er.


