
,so at their own lk (3) That tixe uxen were guiltytIiof h ciet itb'rlgettng' upon the bucket on tlI.suf thxe ac i e t i tl i flrs t ri1ngiD g the bell se as tsueteengineer was in his place. The actions ,eiat Rat Portage in july, 1901, and all the evidienceexcept that cf Mr- Blfe Mie,1oha test of the Yie Inspector o iewohJustce esie nachinery alter the accident, and thcJuie desir ased tte lave 1 r- Blue's evidence in ord,lie nxilit scrtil, exact1y the resut of the test.return of this evidence argument was concluded.
N. f . weîndW. J- Moran, Rat Portage, for

deRnd' ' ltKC, and A. C. Boyce, Rat Porta,ý
FALCONBRIDGE, C.J., found tlie facts in favorPl'tf,,and that the accident Occurred by reasonL'efective xnachînery aud plant il, use in the nine, forthe defendant, were responsbleadlifonagi

defe dan s on the issu of contributory negligencea&ssessed thle dainaees to the Plaintiff Adarni, the fat]the decease<d who, at thetnef idahw5ltwent andwe ÉY-On years old, at $M50. Havingater tlerfc hat Mrs Ioe lived for about a year andaftr hr lusbnd< deathx lie a.ssessed the daigesFlowe action at $850, bu,', held that lie was hound by -McV. G. T. R., 32 0. R. 234, 21 C. L. T. Oce. N. 581, te dthe. }owe action, but assessed the damnages in casedecision should be reversed by the S.uprenie Court, or ilit was desired to appeai.
Moran & Mackenzie, Rat Portage, Solieitors for plail-Boyce &Draper, Rat Portage, solicitors for defendï
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