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regulations, no person travelling in a tîirst ascragwoh
be perntiitted to smoke iii the nîidst of t1e otherpaseges
lie wvould be obiiged tu eoniforn foi flicodnrwsgsat
decen1(ciý, And surely thcre catii be no ie~ usciapr
,on to cinler a car filled pe]ap %i1l ncî n hude1
and becusethy are travelling ouscod)as ntedu
tir>t iatiksand in a second class' cige sl1bJ4-ct thvîlik
inothe nu'ýisane cauised by tobacco nokliiîwudnoi 1,(-
ioleratedl i the car lie cameo front. Thr sno ;ilecet
i> cýase that it is fliue lu i1iwstoiî atîîotîg Ilic

passegers i a secund cascrae
If. a, (lefcitdants coitcind, theiru as aý ii tnall omlpartien

î,f the cairiage in question not devo-(ted tuo igiatîf
masý notaware of it. As hefore mention1cd, tllitr a nru
on the outside tu indicate that it was ai secndcia0 ,îascui

cangand ail the indications plaintifr ubservýed pinltel to)
iizý ielig a smoking car. 1 t]tink ît asthecodeoX

uyscecing-, as lie must have seen, that. plaiiif wýa4 uierl
t1iat mresoto bave told lier of the cîprmîî lt
dutyv is ilu f urnish "sfiin acmnottt, m ai
flot think that duty M'as pfrtin 11,1 titis ice. 'l o
furni.sh iiiust include to niake knioin or b 1ig lu tu noticej,
of those for whom the accommjodation isprvd,,son ill-
telligibple direction to where it is. Plaintiff Io lowdt
continue uinder the belief titat the only acconunodat ionoled
ber was a >eat in a smoking car, and, in thle view 1 t.ake, or

ti e facts and findings, tbis was not furnishing, bier with suflii-
(,](nt aceom-modation.

Appeal dismissed with costs.
3fACLENNAN ami MACLAREN, JJ.A., concurred.

O RWJ.A., dissented, giving reasons in writing, in
which (>sLEn, J.A., coneurred.
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