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ADAMSON LAW*

Computation of Day's Work.

The thirty minutes required of trai
pre‘ranwp-_m their tripa is to be included
in determining their day’s work under the
Adamson law. Nelson v. St Joseph &
Grand Island R. Co.,— Mo. App.—, 205
5. W. 870,

The fact that a trainman's contract of
employment does not provide for over-
time pay, or specify what shall constituite
2 day’s work, cannot alone defeat his
right under the Adamson law to payment
for overtime, since that law supplies such
omission unless it is clearly inapplicable
because the contact of employment cannot
be construed so as to ascertain the daily

wage. Neison v. 5¢& Joseph & Grand Is-
land R. Co.,— Mo. App.—, 205 5. W. 870.

‘The fact that a contract of employment
provides for a fixed monthly wage does
not preclude lisbility under the Adamson
law for overtime work above the eight-
hour p!ricd, where the daily wage ma,
be =asily ascertained. Nelson v. 5t. Josep
& Grand Island R. Co.,— Mo, App.—, 205
5. W, 870,

A contract t0 pay a trainman a fixed
monthly wage for two round trips eve
four days with the fifth day off, is suc
that his daily compensation can be easily
ascertained 8o as to entitle him to recover
under the Adamson law for overtime work.
Nelson v. St. Joseph & Grand Island R,
Co.,— Mo. App.—, 305 S. W. B70.

*For text of Adamson Law see Vol. I, Federal Ry Drigest, Part 3, p. 167.

ANIMALS

See Cartiers of Interstate Freight and Express, VII



] BOILER INSPECTION ACT

BOILER INSPECTION ACT*
FEDERAL
For previous decisions see Federal Ry. Digeat, Vol I, No. 2, pp. 7-8, and Vol IT, p. 5.

I Vaumry anp CoNSTRUCTION.
A. In Generst.
B. Effect of Act on State anl.
C. Duty Imposed on Carriers.

II. Liasrrry rom INJORms To Ewriovsss.
A, In General,
B. "Actions.

I11. Carsiwar Liammrry.

I. VALIDITY AND CONSTRUCTION.
A. In General
(No decisiona.}
B. Effect of Act on Btate Laws.

See generally same lcctkm Federal Ry.
Digest, Vol. T, No. 2, p. 7.

(No new decisions.}
€. Duty Impoied on Carriers.

See generally m-na section Federal Ry.
Digest, Vol. I, p.

(Na new de:ilimu.)
II. LIABILITY FOR INJURIES TO
EMPLOYEES.

A, In General

For revious see same
eral Ry. Dlgelt, VoL L p T

In General.
A carrier is liable under the Federal Em-
playm Liability Act for the denth of an

of the boiler of an oil burning Iommnlin
which was d with an
of crown sheet stay bolts
buttan heads, and for wh:ch the de ndut
failed to gtov:de safety fusible plugs, and
also permitted scale to mqmllte on the
:rown l'h!eL Gﬁ!ﬂt Nnrtllern CD- v
Sup. Ct. Rnp 230, nﬂirming 1] th. ltl.
154 Pac.

The c\udenoe in an action under the
Federal Employers’ Liability Act for the
death of an engineer,by the explosion of
an oil burning locomotive boiler, as the re-
sult of the alleged negllgvm:e of the de-
fendant in using crown sheet bolts having
la:f«. button heads exposing an unneces-

large surface to the flames, held not

ow that the government boiler in-
speclom had approved either large or
small bolt heads in such locomotives.
Great Northern R. Co. v. Donaldson, 248
U. 5. 121, 88 L. ed. —, 38 Sup. Ct. Rep.
2450, aﬁnuulg B Wash. 151 154 Pac. 133.

Clothing Catching on Bolt.
The Federal:Boiler Inspection Act has
oo npp:lut[on to an L Dn for injuries

O
of his uutﬁ'nz catching on th-:l{:auﬂl
of a bar or brace which exten lll[b
above the footboard of a switch engin t.

Miller v, Chicago, Burlington & Quincy R.
Co, — Minn, —, 187 N. W, 111,

Assumed Risk,

The Federal Boiler Inspection Act is a
statute eoacted for the niﬂfy of em-
ployees, witkin the meanin, section 4
af the Federal Employers' Lub;my Act
providing that servants shall not be
i to assume the riske of their em-

engineer
of me boiler of an oil bnmiue loconwtln
as the result of the alleged negligence of
the former in using large button head
bolts in the crown sheet, although such
type of bolts had not been disapproved
the Federal hallef inspectors. Great
onhem R Co. v. Dom , 846 U, 5.
121, 62 L. ed —, 88 Sup, ct. R.ep nn
affirming 89 Wash, 161, 154 Pac, 133

A judgment for the plaintiffi was sus-
teined in an_action based on the Federal
Employers’ Liability Act for the death of
an engincer as the result of the explosion

*For lma{mm?«krﬂ.lr Digeat, Yol I,
No. 2 p ¥

ployment where the viclation by a carrier
of any statute enacted for the safety of
employees contributes to the inj or
death of a servant. Great Northern R, Co.
v. Dooaldson, 246 U. S, 191, 62 L. ed —,
88 Sup. Ct ﬁep. 230, affirming 89 Wash.
161, 164 Pac. 133.

B. Actions.
revinul decisions m nme section
ral Ry. Digest, Yol. I p. 8
Drd!u of Director General of Rﬁlr&:ﬂl

respecting venue of actions.
ernment ation of Railways.

Far



CRIMINAL

Instroctions.

An instruction in an action under the
Federal Employers’ Liability Act, to the
effect that an employee did pot assume the

rako!injb&{rom the use of a locomotive
er which was not in the con:
ditlun uired the Fad.onl

Boiler Ins t, held more fuvor-
able to the d:!endnt than the law required

in an action for the death of an en
from the axploai.uu of the boiler. t
g{"umi.nldc 8 oo r i‘.‘,"i&

- | 3 )

a.ﬁrm.mg ao th. 1“ upl Pac. 133,
action under the
Fedu:l E:nplonrl’ l.ilbi.l: Act to the
effect that an employee was not guilty of
contributory nlx igence in osing a loco-
motive ha boiter which did mnot
ua&nfy the Fe aral Boiler Inspection Act,
as more favorable to the defendant than
the law required. Great Northern R. Co.
v. Donaldson, 244 U. S, 191, 8 L. ed. —,
as Sup., Ct. ﬁm 230, affirming 89 Waash.

161, 154 Pac. 1

An |nslrncuou was refused
com-

roper
when to the effect that

LIABILITY T

pa:’ wis _"_ t in the cos i

an engineer auumd tht risk of hu ‘ i
o u

continuing to use it with kuowla
condition and the d of
same; but that he could not be
with assoming sach risk if the daiemlnnt
violated some Federal statote; that the
dnhndm';t ‘au not Hab!e for miutm
cansed by w |'.||.\I||'.:gr an proper type of
crown sheet bolts, or in hllmg to install
fusible plugs in a locomotive boiler, even
though the defendant’s negligence caused
the explosion of the boiier and the death
ol: ﬂ; en| ,uli hI:' was aml]u.r wltl:
the type of comstruction, or the

form of n:Eh nce involved, and ’km the
dangers 1 cl“m arise therefrom, or in
the exercise o! reasonable care he should
have koown of them previous to his in-
jury. Great Northern R Co, v,
246 1. 5. 121, 62 L. ed. —, 38 Su; Ct, Rep.
330, afirming 59 Wash, 161, 154 Pac. 133,

I1I. CRIMINAL LIABILITY.
(No decisionas.)



8 CARRIAGE OF PERSONS

CARRIAGE OF PERSONS

I. In GEwmmar
IL Fagxs axp Trcxers.
III. Passxs,
A, In General
B. Contract to Issue.
C. To Whom Issued.
D. Limitation of Liability,

mproper Use of Passes.

IV. Oprapnivg TRANSFORTATION IN VIOLA-
1108 oF Law.
A. In General.
B. Expulsions.
C. Injury or Death, .

I. IN GENERAL.

See generally same section Federal Ry.
Digest, Yol. I, No. 3, pp. 7-11 and N;.
4, pp. 45.

Eﬁ:ﬂl Discriminations,
king Unacheduled Stop.

The Act Regulating Commerce pro-
hibits a carrier extending to a person any
privilege or facility in the interstate trans-
portation of passengers except such as are

Establishing Excursion Rates,
— Posting.

Under_the rule of the Interstate Com-
merce i issi lopted October 13,
1015, amending Rule 52, it is not neces-
sary that notice of the establishment of an
excursion rate of fare be posted in two
public and conspicuous places in the wait-
ing rooms where tickets, for such excur-
slon_are sold, since it is sufficlent If the
tariff thereof is on file at stations, Missis-
sippi Cent. R. Co. v. Graham, — Miss,. —,
#0 So. 86,

III. PASSES.

See aleo same section Federal Ry. Digest,

VYol. I, No. 8, pp. 89, No. 4, pp. 4-5, and
Vol 11, p. 6. T '
A. In General

Nature.
A pass issued for the free interstate
transportation of the wife of a railway

specified in the tariffs, such as £
to stop a train at an unscheduled station.
May +, Seaboard Air Line R. Co, —5. C.
—, 98 S. E. 488

Liability Under Carmack Amendment for
Injury to Passenger.

The Carmack Amendment does not ap-

ply to the transportation or injury of per-
sons, but deals exclusively with the ship-
ment of property. Chicage, Rock Islan:
& Pac. R. Co. v. Maucher, — U. S, —, 82
L. ed.—, 39 Sup. Ct Rep. 108, afirming
100 Neb. 237, 150 N. W. 422,
. An initial carrier which sella a ticket for
interstate transportation over several con-
necting lines, including a bus transfer com-
pany, 18 liable under the Carmack Amend-
ment for injuries sustained by a passenger
through the negligence of the latter com-
pany. Gray v lorado & Southern R.
Co.,, — Tex. Civ, App,—, 20¢ 5. W, 34T

Where a carrier sells a ticket for inter-
state transportation over several connect-
ing lines, the subsequent carriers are an-
swerable under the mack Amendment
only for their own ng]:ecru::. Gray v.
Colorado & Southern R, Co.,,—Tex. Civ.
App.—, 204 S. W. 347,

1. FARES AND TICKETS.

See also same section Federal Ry, Digest,
Vol. 1, No. 3, p. 7, and Vol. I, p. 5.

yee i5 4 g . Clark v. Southern
R. Co.,— Ind. App.—, 110 N. E. 530.

Ehﬁ:ﬁ Conditions of Pass in Schedules
Tariffs.

The Act Regulating Commerce does not
require that the terms and conditions of a
free pass issued to the wife of an em-
ployee. for interstate transportation, or
that any rule or regulation governing its

d | issue, shall be made a part of the schedules

of rates, fares and charges filed with the
Interstate Commerce Commission. Clark
‘f\i Sﬁouthcrn R. Co.. — Ind. App. — 119

B. Contracts to Iesue.

See also same section Federal Ry. Digest,
ol. 1, No. 8, p. 8 and Vel. I, p. 6.

{No new decisions.)
C. To Whom Issued.

See generally same section Federal Ry.
igest, Vol. I, No. 3, p. 9, No. 4, p. B,
and Vol 1T, p. 7.

Wife of Employee.

The Act Regulating Commerce permits
an interstate carrfer to issue a free pass
or the interstate transportation of the
wife of an employee. rk v, thern
R. Co,— Ind. App.—, 119 N. E. s30.



OBTAINING TRANSPORTATION 9

D. Limitation of Liability.

See al tion Federal Ry. Di
Vol R orand Vor 1 s, 8.

Effect of State Laws,

Neither the Act Regulating Commerce
nor the Carmack Amendment preclude
the application to a pass issued for the
interstate transportation of the wife of
a railway employee, of a state statutory
or constitutional prohibition against con-
tracts limiting the liability of carriers.
Clark v. Southern R. Co.,—Ind. App.—
119 N. E. 539.

A state statute making void all limita-
tions of a carrier’s liability contained in
tickets or passes unless printed in type
of a designated size, applies to a free pass
iasued for the interstate tramsportation
of the wife of an employee. Clark ¥,
Southern R. Co.,— Ind. App.—, 11% N.
E. 830,

A condition of a free
the interstate transportat
of a railway employee limiting the lia
ity of the carrier, is void under a
constitutional and statutory prohi
against such contracts, Clark v. South-
ern R. Co.,— Ind. App.—, 18% M. E, 835,

Caretakers of Live Stock,
— Limitation of Time for Action for In-

ass jssued for
of the wile
bil-

A condition of a live stock contract for
the free interstate transportation of a
caretaker without charge other than that
paid for transporting the cattle, that no
action for injuries accruing out of the con-
tract of shipment shall be maintained un-
less brought within six months includes an
action for pemonal injuries to the care-
taker, and 1s valid. _ Achen v. Atchison,
Topeka & Santa Fe R. Co.,—Kan.—, 175
Pac. 980.

The fact that in a contract for the free
interstate transportation of a caretaker
of live stock without charge other than
that paid for transporting the cattle, con-
tains an unenforceable provision releasing

the carrier from liability for its own negli-
gence, does not destroy the entire con-
tract, so as to invalidate a %ro\'isinn_ relat-
ing to the time within which an action for
injury to the caretaker must be com-
menced. Achen v. Atchison, Topeka &
Santa Fe R, Co.,— Kan.—, 175 . 980,

An action for injuries sustained by a
caretaker while accompanying an inter-
state shipment of live sloci without pay-
ment of fare other than the charges paid
for transporting the cattle, is within a
condition of the contract of shipment that
no action for injuries accruing or arisin
out af the contract shall be maintaine
unless brought within six montha. Achen
v. Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe R. Co.,
— Kan.—, 175 Fac. 980.

E. Improper Use of Passes.

Sse same section Federal Ry. Digest, Vol
. No. 3, p. 10,

{No new decisions.}
IV. OBTAINING TRANSPORTA-
TION IN YIOLATION OF LAW.

See also same section Federal Ry. Digest,
Vol. I, No. 3, pp. 10-11.

A. In General
{No new decisions.)
B. Esxpulsion.

See also same section Federal Ry. Digest,
Vol. 1, Neo. 3, p. 10.

{No new decisions.)

Injury or Death.

See also same section Federal Ry. Digest,
Val. I, No. 8, p. 11.

(No new decisions.)

c.



