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of practice, and to put street railways on very nearly the foot-

latter, there is great difference between the t wocases. Electric
ears are far more manageable, and more quickly siopped than
trains upon steani railroads. Their traeks arc in the highway,
where ail vehicles have a right, not merely to cross but to traveï.
In view of the inability of the cars to icave their tracks, it is the
duiy of free vehieles not to obstruct them unnecessarily, and to

turn to orne side wheni t'1i.y uieet them, but subject to that and
to tic respective powers of the two, the car and waggon owe
re4'ipYotal duties to use reasonable care on eaeh aide to avoid a
collision. See Gal braithL v. West End Street Railway, 165 Mans.
572, 580. Neither has a right to assume that the other wilI

îkeep out of the way at its peril, 9ilthougb the electrie car hms a
right to demand that the waggon shall fot obstruct it by un-

1.3 1I'hite v. Wor, rster Conoolidu ted Street R1,. Co. (1896), 167 Ma3eia
rhu8etts 71.porta 43.


