
Garage Proprietor Fined 1928 
 

Mere Petty Sessions 
 
A case which occupied some time was a charge preferred by Superintendent Barrett, 
Warminster, against Theodore Bridge Stainer, of Semley, for driving a motor car to the 
danger of the public at Semley on May 26

th
, by trying to “cut in” between a cycle on the 

proper side and an oncoming car. 
 
Defendant pleased not guilty.  Mr Williams of Messrs Trethowan & Vincent, Salisbury, 
appeared on his behalf. 
 
Donald William Pike, of Whitebridge Farm, Semley, in reply to Superintendent Barrett, 
said that he was driving his father’s car, and coming round a bend by the Benett Arms 
at Semley on the correct swide of the road, he first met a cyclist.   
 
As he reached the bend he saw a Ford car coming towards him on the wrong side.  
The other car was seven to ten yards away when he first saw it.  The young lady had 
gone by when the collision occurred. 
 

Replying to Mr Williams, witness said he thought it was going to be a “head on” collision. 
 
Continuing, witness said he pulled up with his two near wheels touching the bank on the near side of the road.  The other car 
weaved out a little on its proper side, then collided with his two offside wings, and went on another fifteen yards.  Both his wings 
were bukled and the mirror knocked back.  He dismounted and recognised the other driver, and pointed out the wheel marks.  
Defendant said he would put the damage right.  He later saw the defendant, who said to him “The girl is not hurt, and I don’t call 
you a man if you report it”.  When he met the defendant the second time he was on his way to report it to the local police, acting 
on his father’s instructions. 
 
Witness was cross-examined by Mr Williams as to the exact spot where the collision occurred, and several maps were 
produced for the benefit of the Bench in addition to that submitted by the police. 
 
Mr Williams suggested that the defendant pulled out to pass the lady cyclists, and that he (witness) came round a “blind” bend 
without warning, which was the real cause of the accident. 
 
Reply to Mr Williams, witness said that direclty he saw the other car, he pulled up.  He was travelling at 12 to 15 miles an hour, 
and his car was an 11 h.p. one. 
 
Mr Williams:  Had you sounded your horn? 
Witness:  No. 
 
It was a blind corner, and you ought to have done so.  The defendant sounded his.  -- Defendant’s car was making so much 
noise that we didn’t hear it then.  He denied that the two cars and the cyclist were three abreast when the collision occurred; the 
cyclist had gone on.  He also denied that there was a ditch at the spot, and said that his wheels were touching the bank. 
 
Mr Williams:  I passed the spot this morning, and there is a ditch there a foot deep. 
 
Mr Williams:  I put it to you that the cause of the accident was that you were going too fast, and met the other car as it was 
passing the cyclist on the open road?  
Witness:  I pulled up before the accident occdurred.  he must have pulled out some tiem before he got to the cyclist. 
 
Mr Williams suggested that both cars were practically at a standstill having regard to the damage done. 
Witness:  He only just touched me as he pulled out. 
 
Walter Stephen Pike, father of the previous witness, said he was with his son proceeding from Tisbury to Semley.  After 
passign the Bennett Arms at Semley there was a bend in the road which inclined to the left.  Just as they got to the bend they 
saw a car coming on the wrong side of the road.  His son pulled up just on the bend with both front and rear wheels touching 
the bank.  There was no ditch there.  Defendant’s Ford car struck both front and rear wings of the witness’s Morris Cowley.  
Their car stopped just as the impact took place. 
 
Answering Supt Barrett, witness said the Ford pulled up about 15 yards away, facing Semley church.  He did not see the lady 
cyclist till after the accident. She was then about 10 yards away, and Stainer was holding her up. 
 
Supt Barrett:  According to your version there was nothing to cause defendant to be on the wrong side? 
Witness:  No 
 
Witness said defendant came back, looked at the car, said he was very sorry, and would repair the damage and get a new wing 
at once. 
 
Defendant (interposing):  “That’s a lie.” 
 
Mr Williams:  I put it to you the reason why the accident occurred was because your car was going to fast. –- No.  We were 
going quite slowly. 
 



Mr Williams:  Didn’t defendant say that if you sent the wing up he would put it straight? – No.  He said he would send for a new 
wing. 
 
Nellie Yard, lady’s maid at Sedghill Manor, said she was cycling towards Semley Church.  Just after she had passed the 
Vicarage gate she saw a car approaching and kept in on her proper side.  A little farther on she lost sight of the car owing to the 
bend in the road.  She came to the first bend and had just turned it when she saw the car coming towards her about 40 yards 
from the Benett Arms.  After turning the bend there was a straight piece of road.  When the accident happened she found 
herself on the grass just level with Stainer’s back wheel on the left side of the road.  She could not remember passing the 
Morris Cowley. 
 
Defendant, on oath, said he was a motor engineer with a garage at Semley.  He was coming from Semley Station towards the 
village.  He got to the Rectory gate and saw a lady cyclist proceeding in the same direction.  he passed the gate and changed 
down to a low gear and practically stopped his engine to light a cigarette.  he went on about 20 to 30 yards in a low gear and 
then changed up to top.  Within about 20 yards of the first bend from Semley Station he sounded his horn twice.  He got round 
the bend and saw the lady cyclist again, well in on her near side.  
 
He pulled out to pass her and had just got abreast when the other car shot round the corner without warning on top of him 
within about two or three yards.  He applied his brakes to avoid a collision, still keeping a look-out on the lady cyclist.  His 
grease cap on the hub of his offside front wheel grazed Mr Pike’s wing.  He pulled up in a length of his car and went to the lady 
cyclist, who was on the grass.  He asked her if she was hurt and picked up her machine, which was not scratched. 
 
He had a conversation with the Messrs Pike, and said if they would bring the wings to his garage he would straighten them out, 
as his garage was only 100 yards from the scene of the accident.  He pulled out to pass the lady cyclist as there was nothing 
else about.  He showed his skid marks where he pulled up to the constable.  He had held a license ever since the war, and had 
never been in trouble before. 
 
Supt Barrett:  Whose right do you think it was to the road?  Wasn’t it your place to keep behind the lady?  
Witness:  She fell off just as I was pulling up.  As I saw Mr Pike coming, I pulled a bit to the left.  Mr Pike came down about 12 
to 15 yards. 
 
Answering a magistrate, witness said if he had thought there was anything else about he would not have attempted to pass the 
cyclist.  He had been round the corner thousands of times.  When he attempted to pass the lady there was nothing else on the 
road, which as straight between the two bends. 
 
Mr Williams submitted that on the evidence the charge of driving to the danger of the public had not been proved.  The 
defendant knew the corner and would not have attempted to pass there if he had known that there was anyone round the 
corner.  The witnesses for the prosecution admitted that they knew it was a blind corner and also admitted that they did not 
sound their horn. 
 
The Bench retired and upon returning to Court the Chairman said they had decided to convict, the reason being that defendant 
pulled out to pass the cyclist too near the corner.  This was one reason why so many accidents happened.  Defendant would be 
fined £1, but as the driver was going slowly, the license would not be endorsed. 
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