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conscous. His teeth were damaged, his jawv broken,
injuries were severe. There was no eye-witness, and no
position to say what caused the blow which the plaii
ceived.

There was evidence that the machine was, not adapted
use to which it was being put; that there was danger, ini
for picking feit, of the machine becong* jammed; and
that had happened, it would account for the condition ii
the machine was found to be ixnmediately after the accide
there was evidence the other way, though it was satisf
shewn that the machine was not adapted for the use to
was being put.

The case was fairly left to the juiry, and the contentioii
parties were clearly explained.

The jury found: (1) that the accident was caused by t1
gence of the defenidants; (2) that the negligence was, t
machine was not adapted for the work and flot in proper
(3) that the plaintiff could not, by the exercise of reasonal
have avoided the accident.

The jury evidently accepted as true the plaintiffs tesi
and therefore, eliminating as a cause of the accident any xiý
act or omsin où bis part, the accident must have been
by sonme <W.ect in the machine, or have been due to a caus(
utable to the faiult of neither party.

Th uywr warranted in rejecting the last me


