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,gter aznd Servan-Injry to and Conseqisent Deotk of A9er-
vant-~kmanin Factory-Findings of Juryj-Defective

Mletibod of Adjustirtg Belt-Worcmen's Compensation for
inýJuries Aot-Damages.

Appeal by the defendants froni the judginent Of SUTImca-
qD, J., iu an action tried at Brockville with a jury,
favour of the plaintiff, the widow of a man who was killed
ile lu thé defendauts' employnxent ln their factory, lu an
ion to reeover, for herseif and lier two chidren, damages for
death. The nman was killed by a blow froin a stick which lie
iusing in attexnptiug to adjust a heit upon a fixed pulley on
main shaft in the defendants' factory, while this shaf t was
idly revolving.
The questions submitted ta the jury, with their s.nswers,
-e as follows :-
1. Were the injuries which occaaioned the death of the,.de-
ged caused by any negligence of the defendants Y A. Yes.
2. If so, wherein did snob negligenee consist? A. (1) Iu
eet of pulley on main shaf t; (2) by defeotive way of adjust-
beit; (3) by flot having suffeient rooni for men while lu the

lharge of their duties; and (4) for poor systeni of manage-
it.
3. Were the deceased's injuries e&used by any negligence

hia part? A. No.
1. If so, wherein did the negligence consist I
5. Could the deeeased, by reasonahie care, have avoided the
dent? A. We thiuk not.
The jury asessed the damages at $1,600, apportioning
D to the plaintiff and $400 to each ehild.
The appeal was heard by FALCOoNBIiwER, C.J.K.B., B~RrITTO

rer to question 2, No. (2)


