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& P. R. Co., 113 (Cai. 329; Ilaîlroad Co. v. Lkw d,17
Wall. 35'. And it is the clear duity of those offeinig sueh

goods for- shipinent, to notifv the earrier of thcir nature,

that ail due pre.cautions inay bie taken.

The llailway Acüt does not take away this right of railway

toiilipanieýs which they had at the coflimon law, but, oxi the

<ontraryeprsI provides tlîat the contipaniv shall not dieb
required to carry opon its railway, ginpowder, dynamite.

nitogycrieor any other goods whicli are of a. dangerous

Or epo4 nature :- R. S. C. 1906 eh. 37, sec, 286. And

the. Act goes on to provide that "every person who, sends

by the railway any such goods shallitîcl mark their

inatuire on the ontside of the package eontaîîng the sanie,

anci otherwise give notice in writing to the station agent

or emlyeof the roînpaii. whose dutv it is to receive such

gnsa.nd lxo whlom the sine arc eliu :" . S. C. 1906

ch, 37, sec. 2q5 (2). And fnrther: "The conpany mnay re-

fuseý to taike anY paickage or parcel whichi it suispects to con-

tain goods; of a (langerons nature, or inay require the saine

to 1w openeud Itk aseertain the fact :" 1R. S. C. 1906 eh. 37,

it iil] bc seen that the Varliament of Canada hav,- tak-en

(.e;icre in protecting railways, and have mnade that de-

finite and cevrtain which formerly was te bc gathereýd i a

more or 1I->, indeflnite forai froîn sincb cases as Crouch v.

'Lemdon amind r Western R. W. ('o., 14 C. B. 255, Brass

v.Maitland. G 'E. & B. 470: ,Farrant v. Bowes, il C. B. N.
S555; Nitroglycerine Case. 15 Wall. 524; Edwards v. Sher-

ratt, 1 EaSt 604; Bioston and Albany Rl. Co. v. Shanley, 107

Maas. 56; ate v. llenry, 5 St. & P. 101.

it is: open to a railway comnpany ahsolutely to refuse to

carry any goods of this eharacter. and there exists no auth-

ority' which can compel, the company' to do so. The company

the-n inayv fix sucli a rate as to eniable thein to use all the

rare and einploy the number and kind of servantsý neces-

m;ary for the safety of the public. The statute providos thiat
di the eomipafly shall not carry any such goods of dlangereus

nature, excep-t in cars spccially designed for that- piurpo,.

on eaeh side of which cars shaÏh plaiuly appear in large let-

ters the words 'daugerous explosives:" R. S. C. 1906 ch.

1-7. se(c. 287.


