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cloggedmachine that was accustomed to becomere-saw slab with
slabs. The overseer stated in the onlydefendant’s evidence that
proper way stopclear the saw to shut the powerto was off and the

instructed,plaintiffsaw. The testified that he was not so and his
testimony bpthe anyleads to conclusion that so far as received in-

the cloggedstructions it to clear it shuttingwas saw when without
power,the because the first time the clogged, beganoff saw after he

it, alongon a cameto work foreman and cleared it in that manner.
arguedThe defendant that the failure powerto shut off the and

stop the saw did not the accident because the plaintiffcause was not
injured clearing slab,in the of gettingsaw the but in it out of the-

positionfeed-roll chain. is Although plain-This untenable. the
clearing saw,tiff did not receive his theinjury powerstill if the had'

off,been shut the slab when freed from the saw would not have
been driven chain,into the feed-roll and the accident would not

happened.have failure powerThe to shut off the could be found
be proximateto the of thecause accident.

Exceptions overruled.
All concurred.

Hillsborough,
6, 1917.Nov.

Arthur H. Kitchener v. Lester E. McDuffie.

Case, for alienation of the plaintiff’saffections of the wife. Trial
by jury and verdict for the plaintiff. Transferred by Branch, J.,

Januaryfrom the term, 1917, of the superior court, upon exceptions
argument plaintiff’stheto of counsel. The argument being based

theupon evidence the order was
Exceptions overruled.

Doyle & Lucier, for plaintiff.the

George W. Clyde, for the defendant.


