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COURT 0F APPEAL.

NovEmBE.R 19T11, 1912.

ROBINSON v. GRAND TRUNK R.W. CO.

Rail wayi-Carriarge of Liue Stock and Persan in Ch<rg-IIalf
Pare Priv#,ege-Injury (o Per-sot-egigecc,---Lai1y
#ELreeltiot-Coietra4,t wiit Shýipper-Absence of Priviity
anId Kniowlcdge of Person Iitjnired.

.Appeal b.y thle defenidiaf from the judgme~nt ait tle trial
before JÂCrR , J, and a jury ini favour of the plaintifT, 26
Q.L.R. 4,37. The action wais brought by the plaintiff ta recover
fromn the def'euîd;nts damaýgei euse to the plaintifr whiile uponi a
rilway train on thie defendants' line of raîlway%. 'Phe injury
wa cauise(] bv a collision wihanother train, aDd nelgnein
operating thev train Was4 adrntitted(. Thle jury ;issessed thie dam-
agts nt $3,000,

The appeal was hea,ýrd by GARW ÀI&EMEREDITH, and
MAOEE, JJT.A., and L1ENo, J.

ID, L. MeICartliy, KCfor thie defendants.
R. MeKay, K.C., for the plaintif.,

G;ARRow, J.A\.:-The only question upon this qppei1 ;irises
ont of thie cireunistancer under whichi thie plaintiff was upon th1e
train at the tiine of the injury comiplained of, hihare, vvry
.imilar to those, recently before this Court in Goldistein v. {a.
adian Pacifie R.W. Co., 23 O.L.R. Ï536, even to the cireunistance
that the blank for thie signature of thie person travelling withi the
animali had here as thiere been left uinsigned. Thiere is, hiowever,
thi circuniatance which should be mienti'oned;1 in theGodti
ee it did not appear that any fare iwas paid, or inedefo be,

paid. by the shipper for the carriage of Vhje attendant, wlein
iiii. ùase a reduced f;ire was eharged, and paid by thweconisignee.


