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GRAND 1'RuN RAILWAY COMPANY v.
BOULANGER.

Acc.ident-Loss of Life ai ferry zilarf-Cv»t, ./Iy
--Liabuiiy o/-Diages.

Appeal froni Quehec.
L. B. hrought an action of dainages agaiz:

the G. T. R. Co. for the loss of bier huisbait
L. H. F., who was drtowuned on the nliglît
the ôtlh of Noveniber, 1883, lîy fallinK tof ti
pontoon in the River St. Lawrence at ti
wharf owned by tlîe comnpativ ' i tbe city
Quebec, when lie was goiiig tîî croqs over i
I.evis b:, tbe coinpany~'s feîrry beiw cen Lev
and Quebec, on bis %vay tu take tie cars
Lev'is, and alheged lier litishiand's demtl lia
been caîised I)' tlic dlefiilt and îiegligoîic
resulting froin bis oti iîuprîidfeîîc and of thi
conilpany's ifi flot haviîîg' puit raii,, Liards aiu
gates, and h-ilts sufficierît tu eîîsire tihe safet
of passenigers. The coriivan v coîîteîided tbler
%vas suflicient iiglit. atid that thiey wvere no
bound to have g.iîrds or- gatvs, At the tria
there %vas ev'idence that thîls Ias al daîîgeroo,
place, being a dark narruw passage lead~inj
clown to the ferry ; tiîat tivo lighîts utere tistial13
lighted, and that only one 'vas lit ou the niglîi
of the accident. That after the accident twtV(
wore ligbteci and a chain placed aeross theend of the Passage, so as to prevent pensonE
falliiig off the pouitoon wbezî the ferry was flot
at its rnoorings. The Suipeniot. Court found
there was sufficient light, and disîni *'%od the
plaintiff's action on the ground that the deathcf the respondent's lîusbîuid resuilied solely
fromi hi$ outa imprudene, tneghigence andi want
of care.

The Court of Appeal reversed thm jutigient
of the Suparior Couirt, andi awarded fi,ooo
damages to the plaintiff. On Appelai to the
supreme Court of Canada,

ldd, that the evideuice showed culpabi,

BE]i~ATTY (Defendant), Appellant. AND OILLE

ET AL. (Plaintiffs), Respondents.
New trial- r'lrdii for plaintiffTechllical lirearjî

if coyitraci-Defeedging entilh'd tv nominal dam.
age for.
APPeal froru' the Court of Appeal for Ontario,
In an action to recover the balance of* the

conitract price for work dlone for the defenidant,
the dCicl4arati0n also containing. the commnl
cotint foir wr)rk and labour, the evidence showeii
ti t t i bre was aLt.e 'iili ual bru acli of th buCon.
tract, h%-lu~ owvr the defendant liad

rtLiidno Suibstaitial damag~e. A verdict
Was foutnd for the plaintiff, andi ecule for a nlew.
trial was'refiîseîl 1). fie DiVj 5jonal Couirt audi
aiso b ' % the Court of Appeal1.

H. ci. iitr i ilîîi tilb! deri sion of thei Co urt of
'Xpjioal, tlbat nl verdict w,,tulîl it lie set asidi,
illerelv tî> cOter a î i,I' firlte otlier partu
for nomîinal damiag4 es.

.S. IL Mfaki., QC,011MD~.d .. i

)sker. Q~.C., anîd C"x. for- respoîideîîts.

iANTR O <qi. îrcRAo.yCOI'N
t (AýPPehlarîtS), AND 'îL3ut<(epi.I

ent.
Raîccay tompan >-L.itnds titkei for railwiay plir.

î red liv arbitratorý -Cosis,
Appeal froun thie Court of A ppeal for O)ntari..
A rilway coinpany, flavine, taken certainlandis for the purposes of thicir î'ailwav. , i.e

an> otYur to thue owlner in payment of theit',1î'
ithieh ofter was not accepterJ andi the uuîatter
was referreti te arbitration under the Con>.

jlZailway Act, 1879- Ou the day that the ârbi-f rators met tlte company exeeutetl au agree.

mýent for a cron"ng over the sait landi ini addi-teo t the money payaient, andi it appeareti
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Sup. Ct.J NOTES OP CMIADIAN CASES. [Sup. Ct
the judgment of the Common Pleas Division, negligence on the Part of the railway coffi-5 O. R. z89, that the death of P. C. dissolved pany in flot hiaving sufficient lights, and inthe satid firm of C. & Sons, and put an end to flot having a gate or. chain to guard againstthe contract of Buretyship. accidents.Appeal allowed %with costs. 1That damages should flot be increased, b,:,Mai, ..t 'nan, Q.C., and O'Gara, Q.C., for ap. interest should bc allowed by the Court ofpellant. 

QensBrc ri h aeo h eadOsier, Q.C., for respondents. Que' ce rmte aeo u ead


