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Trfal-Findingqs of Jury-Interpretation--Negligence.<j,,,..
tfbut ory Negligence-Ultimate Negligence-Damages-.
iScale of Goats.

Action for danmages for personal. injuries sustained by
plaintiff and for injury to property by reason of a collision
between an electric car of the defendants and a corn-binder
and teain of horses driven by plaintiff along the Talbot
road, in the town of Essex, owing, .as alleged hy the plaintiff,
to the negligence of the defendants' servants n charge of
the car.

The action was tried before TEETzEL, J., and a jury, at
Sandwich.

The jury were 8sked certain questions, which, wîth their
answers, were as folio".-

1. Wao the defendant company guilty of any negligence
whîch caused the plaintiff's, injurîes? A. Yes.

2. If your answer îs eeyes," in what did suclinegligene
conisist? A. By dragging the tearn, binder, and in.an the
distance they did,

3. Could the plaintiff, bY the exoercise of reasonable care
on his part, have avoided 14h collision? A. Yes.

4. Could the defendants' servant-, after the position of
the plaintiff became apparent, by the exercise of rea.-onable
care on their part, have prevented the injuries to thie plain-
tiff? A. To a considerable extent.

5. If the plaintiff is entitled to damages, at what aum
do yon aissess the saine? A. $152.

6. Wbat portion of the plaintif's damages, if any, oc-
curred after the tine you find the defendant>s servants
could have stopped the car? A. The whiole amint.
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