
1912] -WARREN, GZOWSKI d- CO. v. FORST & CO. 311

The appeal to the Supreme Court of Canada was heard
by DAVIES, IDINOTON, T)VFF, and BRODEUR, JJ.

D. L~. McCarthy, 'K.C. , for the appellants.
T.~ N. Phelan. for the respondent.

TIIEnI LonnRnDSHP lieh, following the reasoning of the
Court of Appeal as to the first objection, thiat thec jury were
&Rfliciently direcIed ou the. point as to the plaintif! being
bound to obey the rde of thie employ,,, whoûni he was asist
ing in repairirig thei car, ani tlie idence -lheweýd that hie did
follow th(, latucr's; directions.

(ln tlie seond objection Mr. Justice Davies dissented.
holding that the question as to the plaintif! bociug volen.e
should have heen submitted. Mr. Jus~tice Tdinrgton tookz th(,
iew thfuic she u as to, volenç sdioild liaxe eeî plcaded.

whîle Dut! and Anglin, JJ., wei- of opfinion tliat it wwz
covered by th Pe findîng that tlie plinýtif! was îlot guilty of
contributor.v np gligence Mr.usic Brodeur lîeld tliat as
plaïitif! a aciîîg' rn Illur t lit. or , o a suiperior at the
tîîru' the maxini vol< n i nmm fit inj* uria did not apply. 'l'lie
appeal was a( vordiiigly dismîissed.

Appeal disnîs«'d wvith cosbe.
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O~AA.HON 'ITTu CO1URT 0F AI'i'EU FORt ONTARIO.

Appeal rroîn ;i îhi'î r thé cor f Appewal for
01ntario, 21 (). i. l?. 282. atlirîinig th(- (>gnenf aý Divh-
gional Curt, 22 (). L 1.. 1441, byv wlih a verdict f'or the
pllaintif! was set msideul a ;e ti ordered.

The actioni in thii- case ro, oi of a stork tranzaetiori,
which was; in1itiatcd l, v a ttedoe oî îato ew eli
plaintif! Gzow'sk i n ieiiiltr 4,f deeîliî~ iî.Ther


