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JUDGMENT JUDGMENT OF THE COURT
(ORAL) DELIVERED BY McTIERNAN J.

CORAM: McTIERNAN J.
KITTO J.
TAYLOR J.
MENZIES J.
WINDEYER J.
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We are all of the opinion that there was no
evidence fit for the consideration of the jury on the
issue of the alleged negligence of the respondent. The
principles upon which the appeal depends are well
established by the decisions, There is no feature
in this case which calls for further discussion of those
prineciples. The appeal will therefore be dismissed with

costs,





