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he had voluntarily assuined the risk of the work. the steel coin-
pany should be held liaNe.

The steel eompany 's appeal should be disnîissed with costs,
andi the judgment against it for $3,000 should stand, with eosts
of the action and appeal, ineluding any eosts payable 1w the
plaintiff to the paper company.

MEREDlTUe C...O., andi MAGEE, J.A., agreed in the resuit
arrived at by IlODGINS, J.A.; but expressed no opjnion on the
question whether thc deeased was, for the purpose of the work
in whieh he was eîîgaged wheri lie met with his death. the ser-
vant of the steel company.

GARROw and MACLAREN, .JJ.A. (dissenting), were of opinion,
for reasons stated in Writ ig by9I GAUROW, J.-A., that the appeal
of the steel eonipaiiy should be allowed and the action against
it dismissed, andi that the appeal of the plaintiff should bc
allowed anti iudgment go iii favour of the J)lalitiff against the
paper company for' thc demnages assessed by the jury.

.Jiidqneld as statcd by IJODGINS, J.A.
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GÂARowv, J.A., delivering the judgnient of the Court, said
that the trial *Tudge had reached the conclusion that a fair


