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	Well, it seems to me, gentlemen, that the state of the record is this:  In response to questions by Mr. Harrington, the witness said that the employee did state the cause of injury was an explosion of a steel drum holding sulfuric acid, which two men were handling and moving. On redirect examination by Mr. Green, he modified, or qualified, that statement to a certain extent by declaring to quote the exact language, which was used, to which he added the testimony that he characterized that as an “explosion.” Now, it seems to me that it is proper to show that he did make a written report at the time, purporting to quote what the employee said and the precise language of the written report. Whether this is his characterization or conclusion of the language or whether it is the language is a question of interpretation and weight for the jury. Let me explain one other element of this problem. As I see it, the defendants are attempting to elicit, through the lips of this witness, evidence of an admission by a plaintiff, which is against his interest. If he made an admission against his interest, the defendants are entitled to endeavor to establish it as far as your objection to time, place, persons, and so forth.

