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heeding fright-theseeing orcontinuingin on his course withoutgent
by that theurgedIt is the defendantof the horse.ened condition

thatby plaintiff’sthe father werefrightof mentionedonly indications
the truckof and thatup“lifted ears and kind shook”the horse his

signs.failingfor to observe thesenegligentfoundcould not bedriver
compels thenothing in the record whichis that there isThe answer

to enumerate all the evidencesundertookthat the witnessconclusion
in the caseshowed, other evidencefright which the horse whileof

exerting strengthall to control a horseof a man hispicturedrew the
holdingtime onto hisaway and at the sametryingwas to runwhich

offound that the driver the de-jury mightThe haveinfant son.
obviously frightenedapproachto an horsecontinuedfendant’s truck

the command of theslackening speed, in violation both ofhiswithout
of due care. The caseL., 9)c. s. and the dictates(P. 103,statute

jury.thetoshould have been submitted

New trial.

All concurred.
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DinaganOlsen, Trustee, a.Arthur v. William &

Petitioner, se.pro

petitionerThe is instructed that the didPer divorce notCuriam.
trust, and that it continues while the divorced wifeterminate the

predeceasesthe her.lives unless son

discharged.Case


