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suffering incident to the operation at Kingston. I would
these damages at $150; and I would, in that event, refuse
-fere with the operation of the rule as to setting off costs;
e the claim made is, I think, unfair and exaggerabed

it is, T dismiss the action with costs.

[FORD, J. : JUNE GTH, 1912
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Aetlon for damages for injuries sustained by the plaintiff,
=1¢alon of the defendants’ negligence, while the plaintiff was
er by the defendants railway from Milverton to South
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OHFORD, J.:—That the defendants caused injury to the
ff by their negligence was formally admitted at the trial,
the damages which the plaintiﬁ thus sustained were fixed
jury at $3,000.
It is, however, contended on behalf of the defendants that
are relieved from liability by the terms of a contract made
n them and one Dr. Parker, who shipped a horse, in
. of the plaintiff, from Milverton, in the county of Perth,
th River, in the district of Parry Sound. Dr. Parker had
sed the horse for his friend Dr. MeCombe, of South River;
the latter’s request, the plaintiff proceeded to Milverton
ing up the horse—the rules of the defendants requiring that
ock shipped more than one hundred miles should have a
e plaintiff accompanied Dr. Parker to the railway station,
present when the shipping bill and special contract
which the defendants rely was signed by the agent and
Parker, who thereupon, at the instance of the agent,
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