45 RAILWAY.

2. Animals Killed or Injured on Track

elsewhere than at Crossing—Animals"

rongfully at Large on Highway
ErYithingglf-mile of Crossing before
Getting on Track—Liability of Rail-
way Company—Railway Aect, 1903,
sec. 237, sub-sec. 4—Change in Law:
Arthur v. Central Ontario R. W.
o, 527; 11 0. L. R. b37.

3. Carriage of Goods—Loss—Negligence
— Oontract Limiting Liability —
Findings of Jury — Recovery of
Amount Fixed by Contract—Costs:
Costello v. Grand Trunk R. W. Co.,
846.

4. Carriage of Horses—Negligence—Loss
of Horses—Special Contract Exempt-
ing Carriers from Liability — Con-
struction—Exclusion of Negligence—
Findings of Jury—Proximate Cause
of Loss—Avoidance of Lioss by Rea-
sonable Care of Plaintif—Finding
against Evidence — New Trial:
Booth v. Canadian Pacific R. W. Co.,
593.

5. Crossing Line of another Railway —
Branch Line or Siding Crossing un-
der Viaduct—Trespass—Justification
—Reservation in Deed of Right of
‘Way—Construction of Deed—Appli-
cation to Board of Railway Commis-
sioners—Ex Parte Order Approving
Construction of Siding—Affirmance
on Application to Rescind or Vary—
Jurisdiction of Board — Crossing
Order—Powers of Board—Forum for
Determining Jurisdiction—Exclusive
Jurisdiction—Filing Plan: Canadian
Pacific R. W. Co. v. Grand Trunk
R. W. Co., 814.

6. Expropriation of Land—Severance of
Farm — Compensation to Land
Owner — Award — Value of Land
Taken—Damages for Severance—In-
jurious Affecting of Part of Land not
Taken—DLoss of Convenient Use of
Springs—Farm Crossing—Statutory
Right—Witnesses—Opinion Evidence
—Costs of Arbitration—Amount of
Compensation Increased on Appeal :
Re Armstrong and James Bay R. W.
Co., T13.

7. Expropriation of Land—Valuation by
Arbitrators—Improvements — Fix-
tures Placed on Land by Company
—Amount of Compensation—Appeal
from Award: Re Ruttan and Dreifus
and Canadian Northern R. W. (o.,
568,
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8. Farm Crossing—Overhead Bridge and

Under-pass — Depriving Owner of —
Damages_'—Measure of — Reference :
l_\_g:BKenzle v. Grand Trunk R. W, Co.,
‘ .

9. Fire from EnginHNegligence—Spark-

10.

1L

13.

14.

15.

16.

arrester — Neglect to Adopt Latest
Safety Devices — Conflict of Expert
Evidence — Question for Jury : Oat-
rsnlan v. Michigan Central R. W. Co.,

Injury to Child Playing in Yard—
Consequent Death—Liability of Rail-
way Company—Neglect to Fence—
Proximate Cause of Injury—Negli-
gence—Trespasser: Newell v. Cana-
dian Pacific R. W. Co., 771.

Injury to Passenger — Negligence —
Invitation to Alight Calling out
Name of Station—Findings of Jury
— New Trial: Buck v. Canadian
Pacific R. W. Co., 71.

. Injury to Person Crossing Track —

Consequent Death—Negligence—Ex-
cessive Speed — Contributory Negli-
gence — Failure to Look a Second
Time for Approach of Train—Ques-
tion for Jury — Findings: Misener
v. Wabash R. R. Co., 651.

Injury to Person Crossing Track—
Failure to Look for Train—Efficient
Cause of Accident—Nonsuit—(ontri-
butory Negligence : Wright v. Grand
Trunk R. W. Co., 636.

Injury to Person C(rossing Track —
Failure to Look for Train—Negli-
gence — Contributory  Negligence —
Question for Jury — Verdict against
Evidence—Excessive Damages—New
Trial: Sims v. Grand Trunk R. W.
Co., g

Injury to Person Employed in Yard
— Negligence — Contributory Negli-
gence — Shunting Cars — Failure to
Look—Funections of Judge and Jury:
London and Western Trusts Co. v.
Lake Erie and Detroit River )i,

., 011,

Receiver—Appointment of—Jurisdie
tion of Provincial Courts — Railway
wholly within Province—Absence of
Federal Legislation: Wile v. Bruce
Mines and Algoma R. W. (o., 157;
11 O. L. R. 200.

See Contract, 8, 10—Insurance, 1—>Mas-

ter and Servant, 2—Pleading, 3—
Statutes,



