
JONES V. GJRAND TRUNK R. IV. Co.

Io liie oni cvcry ground unreasonaiibe and wholly\ fore-igui t-
what in) Ili' opinion the parties eould have intended.

'l'le appeail should be allowed withl coss ani file aetîun
di ,vse ithi costs.

OsER-ii and MACLAREN, MJ.A., concurri'd, giv ing reason.;

Mes, C~J 0..also concarred.

.\ACLENNAN7, J.A., dissented, giving reasons in writ~itig.
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JONES v. GRA_.ND TRUNK R. Mr. CO.

Pi ('on trat- i'mn-WI ofau Pii mfPr I

Ap1ab defendant.s froin jl1dgnuïu,ýIt Of BRIT'I u, ..
P .R.40O5, ini favour of plaiintili' for $10dmau

(sesdby juryv) and costs on the, Jlighl Ciourt iea. iiia
ac tion f'or dainagels for expulsionl froiin a traiin of dul'uidani~

Tu11 aippeal NWaS heard bv MeSS, U.J.O., OSLL, M
LNAGARROW, MýACLAREN,ý, JJ.A.

W. PL. Ridde]1, ]{.C., for defendants.

A, G. Chishiolii, London, for plaintiff.

M ess, C.JT.0.:-. . . Plaintiff had frequenti 'v ta'

11ponl de(fendants' train betwecn Jlagersville and Jiailtoný),«
and1vic versa, ai- the liolder of an Indian ticket, oeeuvîn a
beat. ili thei first cl.s arrage, even when the traini wasi cont-

poeas il wýas oni the occasion in question, of twvo crî~
o;1 first1 e1as cairrage, aiid the other the carrnage îin resýpuec

of which, the dispute has now anisen. IJntil the ocason4
quiestion ,lhe hall always oceupied a seat in flic flrs;t cli-,
carrnage, andl had never been denied the aceonuiodatiloi .
Ijponi the %wei.ght of evîdence, the other carrnag,,e -was, to ail
outwalrd appearance, nothing more than a smoking car. There
was, nothinig to indicate that it was a car for thie accommoda-
tion of second. class passengers. The conductor testifleo that
Ille wo)rd-s "second class " wcre painted on the outsidje. but
in tisi lie is contradicted hy tflbrkica and plalintiff's
hushand,. wbio iniade a careful exainiation of the cariage.


