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Iiuvii LirougLt to the no! ice of vlaiutlir, she was not bound by 
tbvui uud could recover her loss from Ibu company.”

'1 lie following authorities I cere ciled by the defendants :
Dunlug, l'JOô, Canada Sugar Iteflnerg Company vs Fur

ness Wit he y Co., It. J., '-’7 S. C., ÔO-.—“Under the law of Eng- ' 
laud, a stipulation lu a charter-party that the owner or char
terer of the vessel shall not be liable for damages to the goods 
carried caused by luiproi>er and even negligent stowage, is valid 
and binding.”

Carroll, ./., 11)04, Lafontaine vs Grand Trunk Hallway, It. ./., 
20 8. C„ 4,w :

“Lorsqu'un expéditeur souscrit des conditions Insérées il une 
lettre de voiture (bill of lading), il est lié par ces conditions. 
Dans l'espèce, les demandeurs ayant souscrit la condition que 
la compagnie défenderesse ne serait pas responsable du délai 
des trains, et le train devant transporter les animaux étant 
en retard de deux heures, causant ainsi des dommages à l'ex
péditeur, ce dernier ne lient recouvrer.

“Si ces animaux sont abandonnés à la compagnie pour 
qu'elle en fasse la vente, cette dernière a droit d'exiger, avant 
de remettre le produit de la vente, que l’expéditeur lui remette 
la lettre de voiture (bill of lading).”

Supr. C., 1808, Glencoil vs Pilkington, 28 Canada S. C. It., 
p. 150 et seq. :

Held.—“A condition in a bill of lading, providing that the 
ship owners shall not lie liable for negligence on the part of 
tlie master or mariners or their other servants or agents, is not 
contrary to public policy nor prohibited by law in the Province 
of Quebec.”

Kirkland vs Dinsmorc', 72 A'ctr York Déports, p. 171.
Held.—“Where it shipper, upon delivery of property to an 

Express Company for transportation, receives, without dissent, 
a receipt with the understanding that it contains a contract on 
the part of tlie Company as to carriage, in the absence of 
fraud or imposition, the Company lias a right to infer an assent 
on Ills part to the conditions in the receipt, not unusual or 
unreasonable, limiting its common law liability as carrier, and 
he is precluded from denying It thereafter, to the Company's


