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Warren,Brown, Jones theBurnham, for defendant.¿f

Parsons, The evidence was' TheC. J. competent. argument
the evidence.was justified by

overruled.Exceptions
All concurred.

Hillsborough.,
7, 1909.Dec.

RailwayHudson, Pelham &v. SalemLedoux Electric Co.

Case, Trial and for thefor verdictby jury plain-negligence.
term, 1909,thefrom of theJanuarytiff. Transferred superior

J.,Wallace, on the defendants’ to the denialcourt C. exceptionsby
and the ofa motion for a nonsuit to refusal instruc-of requested

to thetions jury.

(Mr. Bader for theEucier orally), plaintiff.Boyle

for theSamuel defendants.W. Emery Massachusetts),(of

Peaslee, of the inJ. The defendants consisted notnegligence
cara electric as soon as they reasonablyswiftly movingstopping

that the toafter it was wasmight apparent plaintiff intending
at a level The case is fromcross the track crossing. distinguished

Railroad, 862,N. H. that isv. 71 the fact here there evi-byWaldron
knew or to known that a foot-dence that the motorman haveought

the track.was about totraveler go upon
to her own care rests twoThe case as upon proposi-plaintiff’s

and itat her clock before out learnedstartingtions. She looked
deaf, and before thecar-time. She waswas past quite going upon

andthe track and saw no car unlesslooked coming;crossing up
couldat an unusual rate of she thenit had been speed,running

sufficient toin Either was permithave crossed safety. ground
528,Railroad, 558;State v. 52 N. H.her to to the jury.go

Railroad, 60 N. 483.v. H.Nutter
the of instructions have not beenThe to refusalexceptions

abandoned.and are apparentlyargued

overruled.Exceptions
All concurred.


