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perty thue cornes into hie possession with hie
assent. Ilinoi R. R. Co. v. gmyeery, 38
111. 354.

IlIf the deposit of the goods le a mere acces.
sory to the carriage,-that, is, if they are depo-
sited for the purpose of being carried, without
further order,--the responsibiiity of the carrier,
begins frein the turne they are receive<I; but,
when they are subjeet to the further order of
the owner, the case je otherwjse. Ladere v.
Grifth, 25 N. Y. 364; Rlomom v. Griffin, 13 id.
569; Wade v. Wheeler, 47 id. 658; Mfichigan
R. R. v. Skurtz, 7 Mich. 515.

"lThe saine proposition is stated in a different
forin, when it le said that the liability Of a
carrier je diecharged by a delivery of the goods.
If he je an intermediate carrier, this duty ie
performed by a delivery to the succeeding
carrier for further transportation, and an accept.
ance by hum. Authorities 8upra.

IlThe precise factB upon which the question
here arises are as foliows : At the turne the fire
occurred, the defendant had no freight room or
depot at Detroit, except a single apartinent in
the freight depot of the Michigan Central Rail-
road Comnpany. Said depot was a building
several hundted feet in length, and sorne three
or four hundred feet in width, and was ail under
one roof. It was divided into sections or apart-
mente, without any partition vail between
thern. There was a railway track in the centre
of the building, upon which cars were run into
the building, te ho loaded with freight. The
only use which the defendant, had of said section
wras for the deposit of ail goode and property
which carne over its road, or were delivered
for ehipment over it. This section, in commron
with the resi of the building, was under the
control and supervision of the Michigan Cen-
tral Railroad Cornpany, as hereinafter nien-
tioned. The defendant emaployed in this sec-
tion two men, who checked freight which came
into it. Ail freight which carne into the sec-
tion was handled exciusively by the employés
of the Michigan Central Railroad Comnpany;
for which, as well as for the use of said section,
Muid defendant paid raid company a fixed corn-
pensation per hundrcd-weight. Gooda which
carne Into the section froin defendant'e rond,
desticed over the road of thu Michigan Central
1Railroad Company, were, at the tirne of unload-

ing from defendant's cars, deposited by said
employés of the Michigan Central Railroad
Company, in a certain place in raid section
froin which they were loaded into the cars off
raid latter cempany, by raid employés, when
they were ready to receive thein; and, after-
they were so placed, the defendant's employée-
did not further handle raid goode. Whenever-
the agent of the Michigan Central Ptailroad,
Company would eee any goods deposited Wn
the section of said freight building set apart. for-
the use of the defendant, destined over the lino
of said. Centrai Raiiroad, he wouid cail upon
the agent of the defendant in said freight
building, and, f-cm a way.bill exhibited to hin.
by said agent, he would take a liet of raid goode,
and would then, also, for the first time, learn.
their ultimate place of destination, together
with the arnount of freight charges due thereon ;
that from the information thus obtained from
said way-bill, in the hande of the defendant's
agent, a way-bill would be made out by the
Michigan Central Railroad Company, for the
transportation of raid goode over ite line of rail-
way, and not before.

iiThese goode were, on the i 7th of October.
1865, taken from the cars, and deposited in the.
apartment of eaid building used as aforeraid by'
the defendant, in the place assigned as afore-
raid for goode so destined.

ciAt the turne the goods ln question were for-
warded from Montreal, in accordance with the
urage in sudh cases, a way.bill was then made
ont in duplicate, on which was entered a liet of«
raid goode, the naines of the coneignees, the,
place te which the goodz were consigned, and
the arnount of charges againet then. fron. Li'ver-
pool to, Detroit. One of these way-bilis was
given to the conducter who had charge of the
train containlng the goode, and the other was
forwarded to the agent of the defendant ln
Detroit. on arrivai of the goode at Detroity
the conductor delivered his copy of Baid way-
'bill to the checking-clerk of defendant in said
section, froin which said clerk checked said
goods froin the cars into raid section. It wag
the practice of the Michigan Central Railroad
Comnpany, before forwarding sudh goode, te take
frorn raid way-bill in the custody of raid check-
ing-clerk, ln the manner aforesaid, the place of
destination, and a Hot of raid -goods, and the
amount cf accunulated charges, and to, collect


