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aise on thé ground that there was a contract
te use due care, for thxe plaintiff's safety during
the journe>' front M. te L,-Joxu v. Bacon,
L It. ô C. P. 48 7.

S~. The plaiuitiff was a paissenger to D. on
the dereudante' railtray, aud vas la thé iast
carialge. Thxe train stopped at D. late ut 1
iiiglit, with tue bod ti'o the train aioîxgside the
platfîtrun, but the aset carrnge was opposite te
ttid abut four faut frein a reoeding part of tixe

plat'uriu, where passengers could net aligit ;
tho pie Iforni vas long enougli foîr the whole
train ta be drawn up alongaideo f 1t. The
plaititiff âtepped out, expecting te step on the
piîîtforni. but tell on the rails sud tras iîîjured.
Bodd, b>' iivili, C. J., and Brett, J., that there
vras évidence fur thxe jury that the liijur>' arose
froin the negligence of the defeudts ; xteIld,
b>' Montagne Sxnith and Keating, JJ., that
there vns no evitience of negligence on the
part of tixe défendonst, and that the platictiff
contributedl to the accident by bier ova negli-
gence.-ockle Y. London and Soulh Raaferrs
Raièteay Co,, L. R. à C. P. 487.

4. à train of the defendants' drew up at a
etixOn go thxat the laot oarriage, in vixicli B.
WRas a passenger, a lin a tunnel whicx teri-
tinter nt the stîxtion, and fiat at the platfurm.
The. nane uf tue station vas citlled out b>' a
pox tex, and 13, iniediately get out, thaxig it
vus dîxîk, anti fel oit the rails-. 11eZd, that
there vast nac évidence of negligtnice au the
paît af the deiendants. - Bridyet v Xorlh
b1ondon Railway Co., L. I. ù C P. 495, n. (5).

6. A train un the clefendanis' railla>' drew
up at a station se that the carriage in whioh
thxe pluintiff vas a paseuger %as appogite te
the plat'týrm att a part vixere it cunved bok,
leaving an interval of two feet between the
carriage and the plptforin. The naine of the
Station had beeu called, and the plintiff
stepped out and fell between the carrnage and
the platform. Hold, that the conduot of the
plaintiff amountet 1 contributor>' uegligence,
aud that a non-suit should b. entered.
Pre aye, - iritio and Exeter Raiwaj, Co., L. R.
ô C. P. 10, n. (1).

6. A train of the defendants', in whloh the
plaintiff vas nidlng, overahot thxe piatforxn, so
tixat the carnafge in vic he was gitting was
opposite te the parapet of a bridge heyand the
piatiaorrn, the top of whieh in the duek looked
likei the plýttfurm i the porter called out the
namne cf the station, anid the plaintiff, havxug
gnt out upon the parapet ju fiee belief tixat It
vras thxe plntfora, tell over aud vas Injured.
leid, that there wutt évidence of an Invitation

ta alight at a dangerone place, anti evidelice
of negligence cf the eine.nvxr la ot
stnppixg at the platfnrmn.- 1lhittaker v Ahian-
e/xeoter and SAi9Zdd Railway Vo , L. R. 6 C. P.
464, ri. (3). 6

o. Tuie defeniditnt w:3 ac aor soyertil gentle-
rien iiiterested luin ei-ixos andi was
appointeui te oiuso a. btani tu lie ercotcd fur

tueplîpos ai viwiîg io rice eniployeti
a conipeteut poreun ta erect if, and uaîetioitd a
tuait nt the door to adinit an une au xipoti îp'-
nuent of 5s. Thé plaintifr itauli ,o and weut
upuin tue stand ; it vas iinproperly cînîx-trtixut
and insufficienit for the purpoo, taid for thtt
rensan gave va> aoui] fuil wile tixo piinilif
vas there, vlereby hoc vas injureti. 11elU,
tixat tiiere vins lin luplieti cantnuxot betwoeeu the
plaitilf anti defeidaut. tnat tie Mtuttîxi was
reuianabi>' fit for thxe purposx for wbicli it vils
tae usot, and that the tiefeudîttt vrns liai-ti
for the coneeqîîences of its not hein.- en fit.
(Ezch. Ch.)-Î--aneii v. Coekrex't, L. R . 13B.
501; s o. L-R. 5Q.3184; 1 Am. 1,avr 11ev. 717,

SeC COLLISION.
Ni .)TIABL IN ?STtjxEîlT.-Ste B3ILLe ANDu Nîî,;s
NaTIO.-Sed PIue±îiTY.
PARTITION.

Upon a suit for partitionl, vierc tIxa pbini-
tiffe litne lt heo in o iii iaso~oît i xlîy ye:trx,
the aourt refuseti 1. <lucideo tie ltgai tubl tii
the land, andi orl.rxd tliý bill te bu rataiuexi
for ta year, witx ý;tîrry to uit jîiuitîtiffs. ta
bring an iCtioUl.-Ctlfard Y. Wilî.ir, L. R. 5
Chi. 846; S. o. L. It. 8 Eq. 491 ; 4 Aui. Laîw
Rep. 476,

Partuerahip articles betweau the plaintifsi
andi défendant providedth lat îlioy sixouix be
alloweti interest at five per cent. upan the
anotunt of capital contnîbuteti b>' thoin respec-
tively, and that, uponi the détermination of the
partnershlp, the value etf the pîaintiff's sitars
shculd b. ascertaineti b> tva persous, ane te
b. ehosen b>' each partner, andi the défendant
should perchas. it at that -valuation. licid,
that, althougi the. valuation coxilt nlot b.
madie In the. manner provideti, beottuse there
was ne umipire, the court voult i alte the.
valuation anti carry eut the agreenueut ; aigu
thut the undivided profits shoulti net ho treateti
as capital It imputireg intérest on the capital.
-Dnhom Y. Biradford, L. R. 5 Ch. 619.
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