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maintifY and his com.rdes came to the Conlulsimii that the
plosion >waa caximed by the presence ini the barrel of the
le o~f tbis revolver cartridge and that this was thle one
~iich failed to dkseharge i tfe third effort. There was evi-
11ce given that n.either the plaintifi nor any of bis coin-
des used a revolver in the camp or hadl aily revolver cart-
lges; that the plaintifi u-se4 no other cartridges except those
at hie hiad got f romi the defendants.
The def endaiits oIT ered no0 evidençe, but Mr. Montgoniery's

oss-examination of the plaintiff was directed to shew first
ail tliat the plainitiff was careles in loadîng, handflinig or

scharging the guin, and, secondly, that the accident wais not
iised, by the presence of revolver cartridge ini the barrel,
id thirdly that even if the cause of the accident was as
eged, the revolver cartridge was flot i the box bouglit


