
Ic~ ed that carriersof pasengers are moponsibIe for the.carraea~ c~iJ~x
'~ ~ ofsucb baggage as, by custom an usage,, rint.rl >ard by.travlrj é4

4ý the payment of the usual fare inclades, in legal' conteeMp4laipon g Comp t on
-ou~ for the conveyance of such baggage that they are insurers of such baggage in

t o hai the same rnanner and to the sarne extent as for goôds or freight; that bqggage,
ce. ~ Within the rule of sucix liability, il confineci to suceh articles. as are utualiy carried

fLence:- as bagg aget for the personat use of the Passeniger,,â orfor his coiVertece r $truc- ~
)ly àk tion or amusement on the jaurney, and does flot include that which is.car-ried for
tg cn~ the î<urposes of business, such as inerchandise or the like . that whle the cbliga-ý
~s bee tian of a carrier of passengers is iimited to ordinary baggfg., yet, if the =arier
=irentIZ knowingly permit a passengor, either-on payrnent or withoiit payrnent of an extra
threo. charge, to take articles as personal baggage wvhich are flot properly such, it wll

be lia hie for their loss or destruction, though without fault. Lord, J., saý's, itlt#r
unde alia: 'l<As ta what canstitutes ' baggage 'in the legal sense or 'ordinryb-

bude gae' or 1 personal baggage, ' as commonly used in England, it bas bee" found
tgainst. b>' the courts difficuit, if flot impossible, to defime with accaracy within.the meail-
a Pli dI ing of the rule af the carrier's iiability.'ý Il t is agreed on ail bands," said Erle,
D men, C.J.ý! Ilthat it is impossible ta draw any very well definedlUne as ta what is and

3 e whIat is flot necessary or ordinary baggage for a traveiler. That which oneisd h traveller would consider indispensable wouid be deemed supe.rfluous and unneces-

Itna sary by another. But the geiieral habits and'wants of Mankind must be taken
iat the ta be in the mind af the carrier when he receives a passenger for conveyance."
ýbles a Phe,ýs v. Railroad Co., Tg C.B. (N.S.) 321. In a general sexise it may be said ta

Li ~s include such articles as it is usual for persans travelling ta, take with themn for
lit the their pleasure, canvenience, and comfort, according ta the habits and wants of
ýa te the class ta which they beiong. Ini Weeks v. Railroad Co., 9 Hun. 669, it is said
r as to that a passenger may carry with him Ilsuch articles of necessity and convenience

ectionas are asually carried by passengers for their personal use and comfort, instruc-
-actice'ý tion and canvenience, or protection." In Jordan v. Railroad Co., 5. Cush. 69,

eai, the rule is stated ta be Ilthat baggage includes such articles as are of necessity
ced in or convenience for personal use, and such as is usual for persans travelling ta
ccutor take with them." In Johnson v. Stone, ii Humph. 419, the court said: "t is

nghy fot practical ta state with précise accuracy what shail be included by the term
Yor 'btggage.' It certainiy includes articles aofziecessity and persanal canveniénce
n sa usually carried by passengers for their persanal use; and what these may be will
ude~ verv inuch dépend upon the habits, tastes, and resotirces of the passenger." Ini
thi~ Rtzlroad Co. v. Swift, 12 Wall. 262, Mr. justice Fieldi said that the cantract Ilto

Se carry the persan, aniy iniplies an undertaking to transport such a limited quart-
tity of articles asare ordinarily taken by traveliers, for persanal use anai conveni-
éfice, such quantity depending, of course, upon thé station cf the party, the
abject and length af his journey, and many other cansiderations." In Macrow v.
Raikvay Co., L.R. 6 Q.B. 612, Cockburn, C.J., said: . lWhatever the passenger

rthe;n takes with him for his personal use and convenience, according ta thé habits or
egol atts af the particqlar class ta which bgt belongs, either with referencé ta the

Lt i imrndiate necçisities or to the ultimàte pyrpoge of the jourtiey, muât be con-


