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relythe was entitled tomechanic and defendantcompetentwas a
place. oftruck a safe The effect the defendant'son him to move the to

rely on to truckbeing he not Dussault remove thetestimony that did
Warring-findings not made. Bartis v.plain such could beit is that

requested rulings incon-415, 417, otherton, 91 N. H. 418. Various
properlyof were denied.general the Courtsistent with the conclusions

arequiring plaintiffH. asShiner,Chabot v. N. 252. Others the95
negligence obviouslytheanticipatematter of to defendant’slaw

granted. Grimard,Holt v. H. The94 N. 255.should not have been
ofrelating damages appearto merit for in view theexceptions without

plaintiff $1,000of was wellinjury the sustained the verdictlosses and
isIt follows the orderwithin reason.

Judgment the verdict.on

All concurred.

Sullivan,
3982.
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Sulloway, Piper, Jones, Godfrey IrvingHollis & H. Soden{Mr.
plaintiff.orally), for the

Nighswander Hugh orally),& Lord H. Bownes for the de-{Mr.
fendant.

Blandin, questions first,J. The main are was the defendant as-
negligent maintainingsociation in dangerousa known condition

warning plaintiff,without the plaintiff justifiablyand second thewas
ignorant of In opinion questionsit. our the answer to both of these

yes.is
plaintiff’s expertThe plugs,testified that wooden due to moisture

compression pressureand from the of the within ofscrew and the
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to,elasticity within aand tend become loosewithout, lose theirwall
happenedout. This andpullhooks is whator two so that theyear
except oneyears prior to the accident all the hooks thethe twowithin

way plaintiff andgave with the became looseholding the chain which
replaced with lead. This the defendant knewplugs werewoodenthe

than wood. defendant alsoand was safer Thegenerally usedwas
porch, particularly in summermany on thepeople waitedknew that

playedthat childrentestimony that the defendant knewwasand there
weight a loose hookanyone putif on a chainporch thatabout the and

whilingreasonably expectable that someonemight out. It seemscome
waiting might against these massive chains.away leanthis tedious

maintaininginnegligencethe defendant’sall the circumstancesUnder
jury.arrangement for thewasthis

plaintiffenough the since thenot to warrant verdictHowever, this is
actuallyonlynot should have butshow that the defendantmust also

injuryplaintiff’s existed.danger which caused theknow that thedid
41; s.Restatement, Torts,H. ThereHospital, 92 N. 842.v.Sandwell

having foundtestimony employees thatfrom the defendant’swas
dangerthey was and testedrealized therehooks loosethe became

they Three outweek to be sure were secure.as once athem as often
plugsinto wooden had becomeoriginally screwed theof four hooks

The de-replaced this accident occurred.and had been beforeloose
plugsin becameadmittedly that the hooks the woodenknewfendant

itdangerous that no could whenloose, and one tellthat this was
was awarefindable that the defendantmight happen. It was therefore

it.plaintiff justifiably ignorant ofwasperilof and that thethe
anticipate ornot instant whendefendant could theThe fact that the

operativeperil would cannotmanner in which the becomethe exact
Bouley427, 429;H. v.Kenney Wong Len, 428,81 N.it. v.excuse

Company, N. H. 402.90
meriting of theonly exceptions discussion are to evidenceotherThe

by lead whichreplacement plugsof wooden before the accidentthe
spreaderof“general and also a device known as aprocedure”was the

byholding the Courthooks firm. This evidence was limitedfor the
tobearing on and was admissible showto its the defendant’s due care

dangers plugsof of andthe woodenits awareness before the accident
commonly available.used methodsalso that other safer andthere were

mustNashua, N. H. It follows the order beHood 98.v. 91

Judgment on the verdict.

All concurred.


