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presefit. The carrier is flot bound te act as guardian for his pas-
senger, and treat him as a ward under age. The passenger Must
at least assumne the responsibiiity of taking ordinary care of him-
self, including the wearing apparel about bis person.' In a very
similar case of a passenger in a chair-car, the court said 'If the
a.ppellee carelessly and negligently left his pocketbook in the car
when he reached ais destination, and its contents were abstracted
by persons other than the servants of the company, there would
be no Iiabilitv on the part of the conipany, for it is oniy by reîu
son of the fact that the company owes sorne duty to the passen-
ger as such that there is any sort of responsibility resting on it in
relation to his property, which for the time is considered as a
part of bis perse». But when a passenger leaves a train at its
destination, the company rnay reasonabiy think that he has taken
with him ail those things which he is accustomed to carry about
his person, and, until it is shown that the property is discovered
by its agent to have been Ieft behind, wve know of no principle of
Iaw by which it can be charged with any duty concerning it.' So
in a recent case in Massachusetts, where a passenger in a dm~
parlour car had in her possession, and kept under ber own cont roi,
a satchel containing v'aiuables, and, on reaching a station, shu.
with lier husband, ieft the car for severai minutes. leaving thv
satchel in the car near an open windowv where any person on thil
station platforni could easily have abstracted it, and it %vas stohmn,
it was heid that the plaintiff was negligent, and the car eompany
not liable, In an hinglish case, a passenger whose portmanteu
had been placed at his requcst iii the car with himn got ont ata
way-station. and tiien carelessly failed to get into the stflWe car
again, but finished his journey in another car. The article wa.s
stolen by p.-ýsengers ini the flrst car, but it wvas hield that the r-Iil-
road was not liable, In returtu, the court said, for the convent-
ence of having hîs !uggage at hand, the passenger shotild, iluring
the journey, take such reasonable care of his own property as
might b-e expected froni an ordinar, prudent man, and shouid
flet, by his own negligence, expose it to more than the ordinarY
risk of iuggage carried in a passcniger carriage.

A railroad is not liable itbr a iosq resuiting to a passenger froin
its reftisai to stop the train opon which lie was riding, short of a
uisual station, to enable hira tço recover a hand-bag containing Il
large suni of money and 'aubejewelry which he was carrying


