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and that iý1 aise-r Kirkgard&s,,ý opinion, and ('ow.eil said
he thoughit m>csiknade an errer of judegnîcnt in placing
the machi-ne." . . . "Then. hiaviing ý(t up theic mach)inet

in tbat w;av, tas hbu glgn iii notsîadin on tit salfe
si<lp, buit iinstia;d of thiat, goiîîg un tw - idle iiCt the opocil
and pulingý iiewrec thre h iid thiat had, be, ben
tnsirg ilthe wretîcl iug~e atlier Ilte w etid, have cearricd(
it with imi when hie W.11. Well, rlîapsý lie would, aind

lieap h woil t. I[c inig.'li hae ropped it audi'
reahe fo snîtiigi i~, a lit, wcnIt dowii tle glory lioe

anid lest ]ils life.. I ask 1ont fili( ini wbat did hi$ negli-
geIlice eii4 if %(tu in lie Il(, t\, i giLigt.nit. If there is any

(te greund of negl-igeîîe onJ hlis lart 1 want voil te mien-

lI t i platini tuai hoth Hi luei rnid fnglghi

ir v re li-lt b efo re t1li jun altn I v i s e " vIig

gete. witiî 11r ra.rset Iiiitdte r i c
Îilearîîe J ilgeieu ho savl ' -:-lie tuacitine tnit have
heiî ilnore \ael lhi4d ferI 0i1e or'~i tcf nlic if tlie
vatlve bad lnt 011n on th side on wihit \Vas nt 11ue lime

of flie acc-idlent. 'Plis wýa> u 11w rbucr cgigc
whiehlie defllnt outiglii te pirove Prussiek guilty cf."

Tiiere 'a the titlitr, \iz., sîaiîd1iîg ini a wroîîg, andl
daxîgerous piosition, withi thle imachinei set up as it was.

And 1 tiînk it canneit ho fairiyv said that the jury have
negaivd either eue or l)ite iethri glgne and par-
ticularlyý net the neogec f slanduiî iiin tie wreîîg place.

The flnding of a jury iist receive, a roasonable construc-
tien, and eue in \vîew of ail Ilit circuîniistances of t he case.
A finding cf -otîtrliutory itgig sc isentîtled te as mueh
respect as a fiîîding (if (ighg nc lthe part of the defend-
ants, and that ailwat-s receiveos a Ib)cral interpretatien. Whiere
thîs finding iii faveurii cf a werkiiîan, with partieulars of
niegligenice as in the eigitth answter, the Court would strive
and rightly strive, te support-and ini îy view weuld sue-
ceed in snpporliîîg-tic finding of negligetîce; and flic

defendants have the samne riglits as a worknian when hefere
the Court, te a reaseniable view bcîng taken of the wliele
mnatter; if flhc finidîinga cf nelgnein tlieir faveur cautie
fairly supperteil, if sh:ouIld ho.

The aaswcî te fic Stît question ean mean flic e se
sheuld have steed in a dîfferetit posit ion fliat is w'iif 1
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