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injury, therefore, uponis notof the dependentcharacteractionable
wrongof the husband. Theseparation upon physicalor the absence

may damages thoughrecovered the wife be liv-be inflicted and
Schouler,2ing Marriage, Divorce,her at the time.with husband

Relations, par. 1332; James,Domestic Heermance v.andSeparation
Card,Main, supra, supra;at Foot v. Rinehartsupra; p.236;Adams v.

Goehring,Bills, 534, 537, 413;Rott v. 33 No. Dak.538;v. 82 Mo.
bringingAla. is the ofNewman,Parker v. 200 103. Nor this suit

recovery damages plaintiff’s regain-therein a bar to theand the of
society hering conjugal possi-the and affections of husband. This

bility right priceher she did not awas valuable which surrender as
Card,past injuries. supra.for redress for Foot v. The verdict

bydamages plaintiffof suffered the thedetermined the amount for
wrongful prioracts done to the date of the writ. Haddefendants’

societyand of her husband inshe reclaimed the affection whole or
part trial,in before the evidence of that fact would have been rele-

damages. hercompetent upon question rightfulvant and the of But
subsequentherreclamation of the consortium of husband to the

trial, judgmenta motion in of aaffords no basis for arrest founded
itexistingon the at the time was rendered. There nofacts was

error in motion.the denial of the defendants’

Exceptions judgmentoverruled: the plaintiff.for

All concurred.

Rockingham,
6,March 1923.
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only dangers employment apparentA servant assumes such of his as are or which
ordinary care would disclose.

Case, by jurynegligence.for Trial and for plaintiff.verdict the
The defendant’s for a amotions nonsuit and for directed verdict

by Branch,denied, subject exception, J.,were to who thetransferred
term,April 1922, superiorfrom the ofcase the court. The facts are

opinion.stated in the
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the follow-provetoplaintiff’s tendedPeaslee, J. The evidence
drivingexperiencesomeing laborer,a withHe was farmfacts.

by the defendant’sHe setexperta an driver. wasteam, but not
Newmarket, andhay toof baleda loadforeman to drive two-horse

dughad beenhill where the roaddifficulty getting up steepahad
sewer, rough slippery.andover, a and wasprocess layingthe ofin

againstbeing on, plaintiff protestedput thea second load wasWhen
of the trouble on thefirst, becausebeing largermade than theits

a more. The rackroad, adding thirduponthe foreman insistedbut
platform. plain-thewagonthe Whenproperlynot secured towas

of the horses refusedload,with this onetiff the defective roadreached
plain-the ditch. Theswayed intopull,to and the load and backed

andover, to receivedthought going jumpedit save himselftiff was
hay-wire fastening theThe ofinjuries complained of. strandsthe

platform be broken after the accident.the were found torack to
defendant,on theor brief behalf ofargumentIn absence ofthe

upon ground a claim that his motions shouldperceivedit is not what
aample ofgranted There is evidencehave been could be based.

a toinstrumentalities, and of failureprovidefailure to suitable
safetyregard for thein reasonablethe business hand withconduct

plaintiff.of the
law,that, plaintifftheas matter of assumedIf it be concededshould

(Merrillhighwaythetaking largerof the load over defectivethe risk
jury.for211), be one theN. H. the case would stillCompany,v. 79

properlyrack nothe that wasappearnot that knew theIt does
defectwagon platform.the There is evidence that thistosecured

load, helpedof and that itto the unstable condition thecontributed
plaintiff jump.danger the toapparentthe which inducedto create

witnesses, allby ofdefences, suggested the examinationOther
fact, and are immaterial here.depend questions ofupon disputed

Exceptions overruled.
All concurred.


