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tion. It should have been, ‘‘Did the defendant take reasonable
care to see that the place which was provided for the plaintiff to
work in was a safe place in which to work?’’ And to that ques-
tion the evidence warrants no answer but one in the affirmative.
Upon the whole case, and drawing the proper inferences
from the evidence, I am of opinion that the case of the respond-
ent failed, and that her action should have been dismissed; and
I would, therefore, allow the appeal with costs, and substitute
for the judgment which has been entered a judgment dismissing
the action with costs. .
Appeal allowed.
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