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regulations, no person travelling in a first class carriage would
be permitted to smoke in the midst of the other passengers.
He would be obliged to conform to the ordinary usages and
decencies. And surely there can be no license to such a per-
- son to enter a car filled perhaps with women and children,
and because they are travelling on second class instead of
first class tickets, and in a second class carriage, subject them
to the nuisance caused by tobacco smoke, which would not be
tolerated in the car he came from. There is no evidence in
this case that it is the usage to allow smoking among the
passengers in a second class carriage.

If, as defendants contend, there was a small compartment
of the carriage in question not devoted to smoking, plaintiff
was not aware of it. As before mentioned, there was nothing
on the outside to indicate that it was a second class passenger
carriage, and all the indications plaintiff observed pointed to
its being a smoking car. I think it was the conductor's
duty, seeing, as he must have seen, that plaintiff was under
that impression, to have told her of the compartment. The
duty is to “furnish ” sufficient accommodation, and I can-
not think that duty was performed in this instance. Mo
furnish must include to make known or bring to the notice
of those for whom the accommodation is provided, some in-
telligible direction to where it is. Plaintiff was allowed to
continue under the belief that the only accommodation offered
her was a seat in a smoking car, and, in the view I take of
the facts and findings, this was not furnishing her with suffi-
cient accommodation.

Appeal dismissed with costs.
MACLENNAN and MACLAREN, JJ.A., concurred.

GArRrROW, J.A., dissented, giving reasons in writing, in
which OSLER, J.A., concurred.
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