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od was in effect that the conductor of f.he train had

deceased to alight when and where he did.
judgment was for $4,000 damages and costs.
appeal was heard by RippeLy and LENNOX, JJ., FER-
.A., and RosE, J. ‘

McCarthy, K.C., for the appellants.

helan, for the plaintiff, respondent.

P

DDELL, J., with whom ROSE, J., agreed,

stated in writing, that there Was i
f the conductor which could be construed into an invitation
. and that the appeal should be allowed and the action
. :

0%, J., and FERGUSON, J.A., Were of opinion, for reasons
y each in writing, that the finding of the jury that the
was caused by the negligence of the defendants—"‘by the
ctor not remaining at the door of the car until the train
»_was warranted by the evidence, and that the appeal

Id be dismissed.
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srail—oint Dealings of Undle and Nephes in Mining Lands
and Company-shares—MOoneys Paid by Uncle— AW‘GS'M"‘ as
to Sale of Shares—-—_AuGﬂed’ Breagh—memon of Shares—

3 Failure to Prove— Evidence—Dam
~ Appeal by the defendant fromehe;udgment of MIDDLETON,
., ante 242. ; \ T,

The appeal was heard RppELL and Linnox, JJ., FEr-

C.W. Bell, for the plaintiff
ot inwhich he said that the plaintifl
. Konkle, who was an engineer,

RIDDELL, J., read a judgme?
was the uncle of the

\'.




