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J _.A... / delivered the judgment of the Court:

On 6th March

motorcar

for

the appellant was

without due care and

3757 along the John Compton Highway on

on

attention, and was fined $120.00. He now
the following grounds·
the

"1. That the decision is
2. That the learned

strate

to direct

as

the obligations and responsibilities of a motorist at a
sign.

3. That the findings of the learned

the

rate were

weight of the evidence ,

4. That the defendant is not

of the offence."

The accounts of the accident as

by

appellant and

of the other car 5659 wre contradictory, but there are some facts which are
near

not in dispute. The accident occurred at about 11 .45 p.m. at a

There is a

the junction of the Peninsular Road with the John Compton

right hand bend in the Highway at this junction, as it continues towards
Vide Bouteille> and the Peninsular Read merges into the

in a

line from the left. Motorists tPavelling from Vide Bouteille and wi
enter the Peninsular Road are neither Tequired to turn left nor

but

because the Peninsular Road is appruximately half the width of the
must veer to the right in order to enter that road. There is a stop
directing motorists travelling on the Highway from Castries to stop and
way at the junction. The appellant was

'c

~.vt:\,-

from Vide

toward'

the Peninsular Road While the driver of car 5659, Dr. Parris was travellir
about

. The t'l!vo cars

from Castries towards Vide

to 10
car

from the junction> and approximately in the middle of
5659 had emerged from the junction, The Highway at that point is

feet wide.

The right sides of both vehicles were damaged. The account

Dr.

is best related by reference to his evidence:
11

I had intended to turn right in the direction of Vide

My indicator was indicating that I was turning
at the junction of the ;John Compton Highway and
Road. I could see nothing coming from my left. I could see that
left

very clearly because there was an open space on
football field. I looked to the
an approaching car in

the
of

and I saw

ance . I was at a
of the McNamaras r

I saw the lights. The car was in the

house opposite the Barclays Banl\. club. There is a
formed by the Peninsular
the

Road.

and

ion of the John Compton

Road and the Lanse Road

(both counsel agree) is between

100 and 150 yards. When I

saw the car it had not

the Lanse Road jtmct ion. vn1en I
at a standstill.

and

at the

the car

at
to move off

distance, I glanced to the left again and
looldng right . I went

I was

out to my left in the

Road before turning. That part of the Peninsular
of the John Compton Highway is narrower

to the left

that to the

As one leaves the junction and goes to the

the road narrows

slightly. I moved off straight and turned right.
could straighten up the

time I

had moved from lst to 2.nd gear

to move onwards, I realised that the approaching
headlights were full on was approaching very fast. Minutes later
I saw the approaching vehicle deviating sideways. It started to
move from the left to

. Things seemed to be happening

so fast that at that point the car started to deviate from h:i s
side of the road to my side of the road. It started to do so at
some point after the Lanse Road junction. I would say from 15 to
20 yards from the junction.

I an saying on the

that the distance between the Lanse Road junction and the
John Compton

and

is 100

yards. The dev.iation checked but later recommenced in my
direction. And very soon aftei'\vards I was hit , Before I was
hit> I distinctly remembered trying to ditch

car on my

left side . I had progressed about 8 to 9 yards from the
it is from

junction when I was hit. Vifhen I say 8 to 10
the point of the straightening up on nw

The events

immediately following the impact were not clear to
He stated the appellant 1 s car was
opinion of the

very

as in excess of 50

, P C. Noel of the

Department who investigated the

stated in

The
HI was

c

evidence that

a

that car would have been

car were to stop 174 feet from the point of
travelling at a speed of about

and gave

to
account in his

gave the

, I was

from Vide Bouteille to Lunar

from the John Compton

Peninsular Road, I was

to

home. I was tired. I wanted to go to bed. I was
in a completely normal manner down to t,he

Road

towards Lunar Park. It was a very bad night
just after a rain storm. I know that

It was very
the John

ion

Compton Highway very well as I live in Lunar Parl
judge where the
the

is

I

I

do this

at the

hand side of the road, And the reason

is the lights end at that
is

At

that I was

. The

gear driven car not an automatic, And therefore as I

the junction I chnnged down frorn 4th to 3rd gear,
night as I was

the junction I saw the green

mini car and since I had my

s full on and I could see him

I lmew that he could see me. Cnnsequently I started to

as I neared the Junction

to the

so that I eould

on towards Lunar Pnd: and I could
Vrhen I was very close to the

over

from

to

st
gear.

the green

out

and got half way across the road. I braked. And because of the
wet road condition and the very short distance I slddded
into the side of

:~1ini

car. I

slddded off

s

road and onto the playing field.n
When cross-examined he
ni had seen enough near accidents at that junction

know

that it is not a safe junction. When I first saw
I had just passed the Lanse Road turning. I would agree
it is about 100 yards from the junction of John
Highway and Peninsular Road to the Lanse Road

. I

really don't know whether it is nearer
I saw

yards. I was not far from the Lanse Road junction

the mini. It could be that I was just 20 feet away from it.
At that point when I was 20 feet from the Lanse
I could have seen the front

as 25

or half of

car.tt

. He admitted, however> that

feet from the point of impact. It is

that the

area is 15 mph.
One indisputable fact emerges from
the appellant first saw car
away from it. His own

that

at the junct
is that he had

over
a mere 20 feet

the Lanse Road and this road was conceded by both sides as

between

150 yards from the junction.
Learned counsel for the appellant submitted that
Lucia clearly indicate that a stop

creates a

and that a statutory beneficiary of a
to a motorist who has violated the

of way owes no

Laws of
of way
whatsoever

of way. He referred the Court to

case of l?§§]h Eva Ltd, v Reeves (1938} 2 All E.R,ll5.
In this case the Court of Appeal considered the
principles of the law of

to crossings controlled

The main proposition laid dovm is that the driver
entitled to assume that there is no traffic entering the
the lights. At cross-roads thus lighted the result is aptly
MacKinnon L.J. as

of

follows~

HThe result, if the prohibition of the red light is obeyed
is that one road is temporarily abolished as a thoroughfare,
while the other exists as an open thoroughfare.u

is

that even

was held,
he

to

saw

take

to
car

seen
when

was

of care to
Court
of

and

reverse

were more

's

not
was

as

made some

reasons for
statements

and> as learned counsel
• But on a

the case and

reasons

r:3
was

close

and

but

measurements

from the

and

cars was on
car

had

S

car

of

to a

feet from

as

about 45 to
alone is not
time

it.

was over

away from the junction, but did
at that
demanded

>

and he was

although, in our

, He wo.s aware

enter

on
one

was a

Road he would
at

and manner

on a

to veer to his

and that to

. He was tired

road on which there were

of water. These circumstances all aalled for extreme caution on his
car

failed in

duty to take all

into collision with it,

to
the

may himself have been negligent.
For these reasons the appeal is

and

order affirmed,
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