
John Alexander Dickman.
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APPENDIX V.

Kino's Bench Division.

(In the Court op Apphal.)

NISBET V. RAYNE & BURN.

ouf of the rmplfyj^ment—Ca.JnW—Murd.r—j

non JrM906 (0 Edvv. VII.. c. 58). sec. 1. sub-seA cashier, wlnle travelling in a railway canto a colhery with a larpe sum of money for thenen of h..s c^mployers' workmen, was robbed

field that the murder was an "accident" i

and that it arose "out of" an employment winvolved more than the ordinary risk.'^ and co

und"e^;h^\V''.' ""^V"^^ ^"^^^^^'^ ^« --I-""under the Workmen's Compensation Act. 1906
I, sub-sec. I.

ChalhS V. London d- South-Western HailCompany, 1905, 2 K.B. 154, applied
APPE..L npainst an award of the judge of the CoiCouit of Ncwcastle-on-Tyne sitting' as arbitrator ^the Workmen's Compen.sation Act, 190G

T.J an""" ^c?nfi"" ''^!r^
^y'^' '-'I'l'^^^' ^"^ -1»^^1>^'- '""

J^as an accident" within the meaning of the Actfacts were very short and were as follows" The appHcanthe widow of John Innes Nisbet, the victim of t'heTwtram murder who claimed com,.nsation from Messrs rI

hu2nd '''
-h ^ "'•:rT'^

^"'^ ^*^'"I^='"-^' f- '^^ death ofhusband. iTie admitted statement of facts showed that Nisim respect of whose death the application was being madea workman to whom the Act applied; that he^^.rfnemployment of the respondents at the time of his death •

lnV^^."Z"'^i 'Jofo ^l^-.
^ '''^^-^ ^••'^* his death took pion 18th March, 1910, whilst in the execution of his dutv !v]he was carrying money to Stobswood Colliery on l,ehaifthe respondents m a railway carriage on the North-East

Tlfn rr^K ^^'* '"' ^""'^ ^"'^ ^-^""^d ^y P^^tol or revol
shots fired by some one other tlian Nisbet himself. 1County Court judge held that the risk undertaken by Nis
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