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think the jury did mîeau. 1 do not thînk- tliat the jury
meant [o say 1' knowing the wrenchi te bc defective, the
deceased should have used greater care thaîî lie did ini put-
ting it on the nut,;" that kiud of neýgligence was net alleged.
if tliuy vneîo to End titat the dteceased knew the wrench
mas i1ef'ctive, there is ample evidetiut, front whieh, to put
il mildly, t1w 'y miglt so find. lie had been workîng on the
machline for four mnonths (p. 9), almost evcry lime the drill
was to e .aniiged the mit had to be looscned (p.-71), and
this was [lie oiily wrenchi that was supplied for the purpose.
It is inanifest I'ressick mnust have knowîi ail about the

If was surely open to the jury te flnd as nelgnethat
the deeeased stood where he must almost vertiiil y fa]l1
down the openingl if the wrcnch should slip-that, 1 tlînk,
iS what they mewant.

The jury slîoiild, perlilips,, have been a"ked te state more
de(-fiîitelýy what they did mewan;'- and it is possibe that al
[li trouble liais arisen fromi the Omission te do se.

Butl I arny iunable te follow the learned trial Judge mh(,n
Lie say.s: "Tejury feund noue of thec grounds of coni-
tribuitorynelgec sought; te be establishied hy theu dlefend-

8118,butevkedbysolme obscure preee's of reasýoninig on
groil 11( wIell is in my opinion iunsuipported b)y any
ev1flW

rfias it seoins te me, is treating tlie jury with mucli
less respect tiian tley are entitled1 te; we should treat a
juiry' as being reaLsonable ineri unitil the eontrary is manifest,
aIîd I sve niotbing te inidicate ailny% obscure processes ef reason-
inig or aniytliing ekse [han a fliingîi in accordance with their
vws of the evidence and wholly supported by satisfactory

eVidence.
As, 1 haive already said if th nggne so fourni hall

1ween th ielgew of souweone, w1lî 1)y lusF negligence would
haveý muade a master liable to a servant, the Court would
enideavour to support the finding, and a verdict, and a judg-
mient based thereon; and [lie defendants should 'be in ne
wors:e condition [han the plaintiff workman would have been
in sueli a supposed case. So long as contributory negligence
is a defence in law, se long should it be given full force
and cifeet. If any change iýs to ho made in the Iaw, the
Legisiature must mnake it.
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