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Neglhgene -FeIIow senumax-Evident- Duty ta guard mathiner'.

A workmian employed by the defendant companry in order ta do bis
work had ta climb a step ladder and step over the unguarded rim af a

cagwheel ta a plank an which he did his work. In caming from bis work4 a truckmani remaved the ladder as he was stepping an it, and in recovering
himself his leg went through the spokes af the wheel and he was injured.yAt the trial the jury in answer ta questians found that the injury ta
the plaintiff wab caused by the negligence of the defendant campany and
not by his a'wn nieglgence or want of proper care - that it was only ta a
certain extent caused b3' the negligence af a fellow-servant, for if the wheel

f ad been properly guarded and the ladder properly fastenleti ta the floor
the accident would tiot have happenied ;that the negligence af the defen-

.1 dant cuînpany consisted ii trot guarding the wheel and fastening the
.. xladder;- that the wheel was a dangerjus part of the inilI gearing and was

not as far as praeticalîle securely guarded that he wauld flot have
reccived the injury if it had been sa securely guarded.

Il.:~ i. 'l'lie fidnso h iury as ta negligencc were amniply

sîîjî1 orted b% the evidenice and could nio, he interfered with.
2. Thec defendant company Nverc bournd I)v the conimon law to take

ail reasonable precatitions fo! the s-att of their workmien, and it was for
the Jury ta say what were sucli reasonable prec-autions.

'l'ieh defendant conu'aîn o as also b ound by the lactories Act to
-ecureI tiard as far as practîcaffle ail (langeronis parts of their niachinery.

4. The iury ha' fo~~iund and their fmdiîng I eing supported by the
evideîîce thle interv ention of the truckînan in ~riifuIly taking away the
I.iddcr did not re.iuevc the' defendant conîpanm fro,îî the consequences of
ticir iicligcîîce for thtîr negli.gunce s ill renîaîrîed trn ( eratie ca fea
the w arkînaii's injur)'

*lIan': N. Il àz,/ zq*,S 1f:î . R, 699, fiat regarded as an
aiffliorilv.

udgrmcnt ut FALCON11N.1;ý C. 1 . K. IX., afthrmcd, but as the darnages
~CrV i csl!rti excessive a ricw tr:al graîîîed urffess the plaintiffs consent

ta retiui'c tit .Iuuîrit o! (lainages.
k./x.K .(' , .id J' zi' r the appeal. I./zK.(*., contra.

\ ting in mare thanmiie war i at a municipal election liy general vote,
contrary ta the prvsin oi t Fd~. V II., c. 26, s. 9 (0.), is ai indic-
abl ui lince, anud nianidanmus lies ta a police nmagistrate having territorial

i.


