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ofnot safe and reliable is not universalarethat such companies
followed. The charac­and not to be invariablyoughtapplication

itnot that isdoes afford conclusive proofter of its business
sense,inIt be safe the statutoryunsafe. may notwithstanding

business; that it isa dual and the commissioner’s findingit does
fact,reliable, as of the that itand a matter renders objectionsafe

little Howeverunsafe of consequence.is theoretically practical
findswith other similar the commissionerit be companies,may

all thethis now statutory requirementsthat possessescompany
state;in itson its business this favors admis­comityfor carrying

; ato the license as matter ofhence it is entitledsion sought legal
the to the min­It remains for commissioner performonlyright.
license; andthe that beisterial of duty may appro­duty issuing

Watson,in 64 N. H.enforced this v.proceeding. Boodypriately
Furnald,213,Folsom, 217;162; Hart N. H.v. 70 Manchester v.

153,N. H. 158.71

Petition granted.

All concurred.

)Rockingham,
4, (1904.Oct.
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exception objectionableunavailing if untilAn not taken theto evidence is
by interrogatories.testimony has been elicited several

subsequentprovepreviousof habit is admissible to conduct.Evidence

Case, Trial and verdict for the defend-for jurynegligence. by
1903,term, ofants. Transferred thefrom the October superior

Pike, J.court by
15, 1901, aJune while athe bicycle alongplaintiff, riding high-

culvert,in the of whichran into an sides itway Hampton, open
embankment,was formed a and wasclaimed dangerous injured.

this,inand the trial ofOne defence was contributory negligence;
issue, thatthe at the time of the acci-defendants to showsought
dent the the sidewalk. This thewas plain-plaintiff riding upon

defendants,Marston,tiff denied. a for the testifiedwitness that
he had seen the at times .before the accident onplaintiff riding
the in as well as nearsidewalk at different theHampton,places

hadof been inthe accident. After this testimony givenplace
answer the counselto several statedplaintiff’sinterrogatories,

defendants,Lane, thethat it. a witness forto tes-they excepted
tified the of the she was fromthat on accident herday looking
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accident, thatof of the she sawdirection the placein thehouse
sidewalk, hada on the and that sheriding bicyclethe plaintiff

asShe also testified to exception,there before. subjectherseen
“ timesher several on the sidewalk.I have seen ridingfollows:

her else but onfact, remember of anywhereI cannot seeingIn
Q. A. “From house“Whereabouts?” my up.”the sidewalk.”

“ on 15th ofsaw her theQ. on the same yon dayGo groundby ” “? sir.”June, A. Same ground; yes,1901

and Ernest L. for theBartlett plaintiff.Gruptill,Page S?

for the defendants.Eastman ¿-‘Eollis,

taken,Walkek, J. first was notThe exception seasonably
there be to the evidence wasobjection mightAnd whatever

itis because is aThe second exception unavailing,waived.
that whenever thefrom the witnesstestimonyinferencenatural

it inon the sidewalk was thethe vicinityhad plaintiff ridingseen
it toaccident. And is not serious doubtof the openof placethe

her onhabit of the to ride theplaintiff bicyclethat the previous
the accident wasthe of evidencecompetentnear place.•sidewalk

was that of thethat time she occupying part highway.that at
528, 549; Co.,Railroad, H. Proctor Freezer52 N. v. 70v.State

3.N. H.
overruled.Exceptions

All concurred.

)Merrimack
(4, 1904.Oct.
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upondirecting a for the defendantAn the trial court verdict oneorder of
against plaintiff subsequentin aa declaration is conclusive theofcount

reversed, although entry judgmenthas been no formal oftrial unless there
thereon.

.healer, employedChristian andhimself out as a Science is toholds•One who
adopted by practitioners,according the methods suchdisease to istreat

possess knowledgerequired andonly to the to exercise the care and skill of
ordinary Christian Scientist.the

given by patient'adirections Christian Science healer to afact that'The
professionrecognized rules of the infrom the medical the treat-deviated

charge negligence,is sufficient to thecases not former withment of similar
prescribedthat the inof course was conflictin the absence evidence with

practice.«Christian Science


