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ANEITREDMED &Nz & 3259, W #kHE
FREFHNC b ERNIC D REBREEL 26 LT
B3, % O, T AbOFHEELH LD TH-
7259, ZO XDz d o T, [BEFEORET A
Wi, 2O LEROAHEZNET 2 BT
o lze BFDER, Eo R &R BT
EHENTHbDTHS/ " 22T, [T AU D
®iE, FEE - TR - & - INORTHREFER D
BHESET 5, FILOEERESRIThiER ok
oI VD TH L0, BHEIC LS DL D
LWIEDIMERE, SROFNEHEOBEMCH ST T
BTz & 3N 5L, BURFOHE 1% (power-
holders) HEMNIZE F L & F 2 o HAICRE
L7z ZOHEER, BY 510, KRR FES
(voung businesses) DRI & - THARE 72 HEH
EERETLENI L, bHWwiE, bz
I LR RET 2 ERHELE 2 2 #H| 2%
KTDEVIZETHoTz, ThoDOHEANL, @&
EDEMEEFIRL 72, % L T, fellow-servant
rule 2%, 2L BHLWEBHOFTORLAE
b D, BOLRLBEAENLDTH 727,

¥7z, m"—7 4 vY (Morton J. Horwitz) I,
LOMHAC T I ARIRRY 2 ST BRI L 7- B E %
sEFE L, 1840 AR A MERE % ki
L BEETHFZILFHBRODIE, FAAATER
BHYG2oNTHEBHEDOT T, RIEFEEN
P ORERFIRI RGOS EIL Tzl
BT ER, SR E D% 1F, FFE- 3% (benevo-
lence or charity) & & » THHZE ICHERZ I
TR EINTWIDTH 55, [18304FELIL D E
DB, A LFTEEFEOGEREARE L
FTR<, 7AVAIZBWTHD TRLICIEFEA
#y7 (impersonal) EMHMIE 2L L 7LD TH
%, PERFBEORBOFTHAE WHED
RIEFROBEN ZO L > ICHEL THID T, B
BTHE EZIC OV TOEE KD THEEH
RAADLEVOHRVBAEAOGNE LK RE2DTH
5,1 ZLT, ZOLSBHT, HBEOHHE

8

i, ERE CHAE & OBMRIEENO AL - T
MAEIN D LT 288%R1L, RFEHEHEDEE
Lo THEULBHROES, HBHELH »o b
2 {EHHEHE(E (respondeat superior) o JEH|% 5
€T, BEOEMELHHEOEMHER LYo
AL O THREIND EB 20, HRAEZF
DEHIHSEHESIEZTTBY, &2
MG SR w2 o ERE T I I L
Lotz ERT A7,

X511, V7 4 (Leonard W. Levy) &, fellow-
servant rule 13 [ —MERNZ 3 2 Flok LIS O]
bOTHRW]E L, BRBEGR»H 2 2 L »HH
CHAE EEHEEFEOFEAOWNRA L Lz 2 &
RS E R TWE™, 2 LT, 20Dk REHOR
MOBFRE LT [HERREMTEEE L THhE
PR SORIZENTWIHR» S, £72H% D
BED3E > Tl 2 02 L 23 BHL, WL WE
FREEE o 2 2 D EESH R BN RE T 2708
12, fellow-servant rule fgAH I NIz LT 5,

2. EEBRS T 5 #tH

LarL, 25 UkiEmiaxt L Tid, ki
»oit¥nd 5,

¥ a2 7)Y (Gary T. Schwartz) & ki,
HHEHEOFE, 18 EVHEHIC > T ®
CHNIDOTHD, m—7 4 v VP74 BEHL
LE5EHLS eI oichb T TIHRHRL Tk,
Fellow-servant rule 38 & L1 FFI2 B T,
HHEEREORANL, 7 BEREERHT L ik
WX, FRICT AU AT, BHBCL £ L
CHESnTwiahrol, ZO&SRHT, FH
FEEEOFA O R ZHEPHEEE o/ 0 »
Murray v.South Carolina R. Co."”% Farwell
v. Boston & Worcester R. R. Corp.”™®T&Hh - 7z
EWVWS ZETHB™, DF D, fellow-servant rule
LTz, (FHEEEOFEINE £ 72+59 ik
EEHELTBLY, &L 5, fellow-servant rule 12
B3 2 HF 2R THID TZEDRFADHEE L7z &
IRFTHD, £, Y2 TMVIE, HEESHOD
HEOEEPHS MTHOEBL Y b Er -7



Za2—3— 7 Court of Appeals i

EERERL, 20X RESEERH -1 T
%, SBEROBHFTE, ESWHEHOMGREICRU
THEINDL LW RAREHLI LT 5, $#E
SHOBEOESICIE, LY KRELERISKM S
hisb, Jhncid, RFEEAEDOBRICE>T
BETAERLSEIN TR EWIDITTH 3,
g&0E<, —~EHEIMEEINS E, SHIEK
TORRSTORIREZE L L TOHEDA A -V b D
D, LrbHEDHTOHTEFE EDL LD -
T, SRESHIEBE L DOAZ DENORBETH -
7oo SRIETEIC AR, BT T 2MEELNE

by TEL, ¥z, Bo2 OV -1 eEZ
TWIizE I Thb, —RR» S LEEED T
Wiz EF 5%, ZOROSESHOH B DI
PLAEFEERBIC OV THRE T3 7-01iE, <D
BEEEFARDLEND 50, BHIELIHEHED
6 ELLE% 5o, fellow-servant rule A3[HRE &
BLRDBOEEE L TRZNULDEEEEDT
W SERRE X, fellow-servant rule 23R &
NABEHECEHCELNTOIFEETH D,

Izl Rap3EEGRSA > bekbd, L
PEZEBIAE DY, HATRICSRESHOHB 2 H ¥

WMEZTB5VIEOHEEELEZTHSL LT
S, LV —EBOFERTETIMETHS &
SWEbh s,

Priestley v. Fowler®® DIRjIZ 4B & o3 FHE A E
DREITHAEEEERLIEHIT W EDFEE
RBIZBVTR -V 4 vV ERRIC—HL R
5, ERNORHREEETEOBLFASA >
(Richard A. Epstein) Th3, =T7A¥ 1 i,
ZO LIBHBN LS EFE - T, FRAEORE
TABRE DO TOEPFEL Tz L R
5Di%, RO TH2 LT 2%, [ ZOMEIZDONT
DOHBIDTERZRANE, FHFTO VL% 5 EEH
LD bEAREIC, BAZEBEMAEL WEAE
AL TWwW3, 20, #HAEE, BBETowuwhz
DEHBUCOVT Y, RUTHERE» SEEELZ

B2rETERWVEWSEAEITH B, % Priest-

ley v. Fowler MARTDERZE D EFIZ DWW T,
RN TRTCEE->TWSE, FEHFRZ, E->TH

#13 % Fellow-Servant Rule O REB

BZBEWVIRITYH, FHFCEHL TREIN
ER2o0DTHb, EROFEICEHEN THRN
5, DL, XA 5 hOEP 4 ERRE L7
JahrinsDld, e#RFEZSAB LRV L
THo1. [TRIRTBBE L 2L, AEBED
LA Eho BBV TR, ZORMELKL
TELIFELZV, BEo LAE L5 0ICES],
HFRREHV DT AL RO KREVTCIAB T
BTHAIARBEBICHNBEEWBIDIZ, ES5 L
TEECOVELNILADEDIEBNATE I L
BHDIEAHEI DI b THE, L,
Priestley v. Fowler & Farwell v. Boston &
Worcester R. R. Corp. O i¥[kiZ, ZeFINTEE
LBRWZ A BHEHTHMALTBY, ZDI L,
HHEOHRZBFRIONE 1 DD BB L
ZoTwlzebRonsd, LED X S RFlecE
DWTC, TFAYA VL, BHRICE > TS
HZEILBELC b TR RLERH I T3,
ZHLARTH LA b, #AE L, EAEORETA
HEEMS LR TERL2TDTHo72, L
DB Holz LT hiE, Fhid, BRABEVEE
Lo TRFRABEONETABELZERLEBSLZ L
BRINIZETHY, WHEORMZ ED—EDH
APTRBRENTRTH L, o T, ZTRIA
Wi, MR L - T, HHAEOHER Iz L
WKL EEZDIRETHL ENVI 2 LR
%80,

Il B, BB, LD TIE RN,
< iE, 7V —> (Leon Green) %3, JUDGE AND
JURY (1930) HBWT, KDL SBT3,
[ROLHEMFERER, S=Fo LT, #AEOT
BiZkoTHERIENHETRVWEZICOWL
TEMER B LahTEl, LerL, BHFCK
LT, hoBAFEHERNEEFICE > Ts&ERT
ENTBRKIC L BEECOVWTEFERAS L3N
T, WERELDTLIE RN, 1% Fh
X, BHAER, BRICL > TEL I TRTOGER
EEEZTRbDEEINTELLLTHD, HH
ErBCHAE»aG I GE T2, BE
Bl oenbdZ e3EbdTENTDHD, ZLH)

9
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HEIREE RSN T W, £ LT, FREH
AHFCRL T, METREWEEC DL TET2A
IREEWVWS T EE, EFok< bo THENT
Holeb LTwaY, 92bb, 7)) =i, (FH
HHIEOFERIXE LS o b oess, IhrHiHE
WhBEH SNz E LI BEIE R, EBICY, *
D& D RERIFFHEN TH -7 L RTwa b
Thb,

3. BHOILLEAERTH2ELS

ZD & 51z, fellow-servant rule DEFEIZ DU
TIEECKRR REZ TV H 50, TNETAEEE WL
2, TN THEERFEY (law and economics)
FALEIC 2 CARTWHRFCH-> T, LVbITE
HansdDh, RFAXF— (Richard A. Posner)
DEFERTH D, RAF—1F, 7, @EIHH, 19
MOBHEIZEZEC CERNCEELTE L
ERTWABEERY B, 2b%2b, ZOHHET
% negligence DELLIENCIZERLETHE
HITh-7T EORGEBEBED LW E L TWw5,
LT, HEHOKBELIA A ThH-o7z e LTH
RO FIB & #3285 L, RO S g, #E
ENOMFHEP T ETHAEOTELZHNTH S &5
ZTCWB EIRMT 5, e 2%, fEO Rk
FEEEOHELZ L WO ERICR2DTHS, L
nL, &g (safety) #HHE T, T 0bbEHE
OB M 1L 2 2 B RETAFEOFE L HIY
ThbHrEEoH2bIELARERTHY, KA+ -1,
Z DAL & HFET 5,

BEOHRBEELMEIO SEHRT 28 L0051,
fellow-servant rule i, {RD L 5 WHATE 5 Z
LW B, [V 20 2 T4 L, s 2530
BESF OBBEBIF LS RO TH IS, NE
BoeHEEE2REL (B2 TV 2E2HEL
BAREAIIE R VA, IR, [FE
W&, TEELHEBEZRET 2IEIRED
MBI BEDTH 5,10 12720, AEES L
B, HHEREIL OHHTEO TR ITRIE RS
7%\, Fellow-servant rule iZ, {#f& cEHik %k
ZLHAEOBEN L SIECEEI NS S

10

TWIHGEE, #HShEhrol, 22T, 2
D &5 RFR EFSNDOHAEDTICE 5T, TE
BERoyEE > LRI S ¥ 258 incentive (3B
) BEAHIR, INWBESEOZen 2R E &
Y5l nmb, 75, HEOBMAIC Y>> TD
BELMEER, 28RBS MOWEHEORE
(fellow) ELEESRET 2L E VWS 2 LT
Hotz, RAF—I%, PN, 72& 218, BEE
FIEHEFORBTH 2 BB D S %175 F I
Z5TRVWETZRE, L THTEY, MHF
EHI-TWA ZEWCEHL B ER L TE L
FEH B, X502, 1875FEMN 519054 F TOD
negligence W 3 27 2 U 4 O _LEREH R
16528 2 EICFA TAI: ETOREmE LT, H
Bl MY EE L BN IT>Twb T &,
R 2 L @KENEREINTVWE I L, kxR
BRL Twa%, 20 2 13, #HAEOHAEER
ERICEBRT 5 AT, BENBREE P LE L
Priestley v. Fowler % Farwell v. Boston &
Worcester R. R.Corp. D¥HRER & &M T
H5HL, %7, fellow-servant rule iZfTHMz 5
Nzl 3 2% L OB OB T L B DL 4 |
EVSH—HBEHAD SBEN - RRICHAT
ELHET, —BU»D 5,

WMHEHKR S 7 7 2 (Willilam M.
Landes) & o3z THE ECONOMIC STRUC-
TURE OF TORT LAW (1987) icBWTIE, LLE
D& D RXF—DI%H, K OEELE CEE
ENTWw3, ZhiZEnE, RE»SDFFZ %
R 282 BB OREIX, L TR L Ba
BITHY, FHEKRIFED SNV DITIRD X 5 085
BThHd, F1IZ, ZETRVEBRRE»SEL
LEBmEL|EZTIGERH 5, BEF S, #HH
Fix, IVEVESLsIZ R ES &2 T
bOEREbND, I, 7F¥A+X I A (Adam
Smith) 12 & - TS A HEEZEOBRR T
HY, TOHE, BOEERTHEEBFET LI L
DREELLTEVWESEERT TWORrs, #
MBEBDOFERKEZD oW 821, #ER S
PRERE > IEGERH 5, ZOHE, NEEL



=Za2—3—7J Court of Appeals iZ

VI, HELEOEORRILOEE D S T Ik
R {TAEEZIIET 270, HAZHEOFEKEZ, ©
D ERD SN 8 31T, FHER & BEF A
KOWTHERBECHRE L e »r o kBEBH 2, &
DEEL, MEEE S LW IR TARMIE
T 50, EAFEOHERIZFD & iz,

Fellow-servant rule 3+ & L TE3DHETH
573, 7VTAERAF =, IhEEGEYET
(products liability) ORI & ELES L, FE=FHOH
BEZ, HEFLZUAMCEHHEOTAYER
Lz D%Ei%ﬁﬁf: DTEHIENTERVID,

BTSRRI E SN Twb EFRL TV B,

% 2E Fellow-Servant Rule 58 ¢ 3 ¥IHlOZE
b

F1E —a—a—sMNoHHOEE
1. AENFE

Fellow-servant rule ®7 XY #1281} % EEH
DEBEEHSPICT B7-011F, FELMNE 1D
Y BT, ZOMNOHE % RERICRRT 2 Hik
BEZONS, PDHRIZBWTT 2 ) A BEOKE
WHRERRE R R LD,
YFa—yY, RUVNVT A4 T EDEE
EMTHY, EHE, OoFrs=a—3— 7))
2R, FOREEHFTTH 2% Court of Appeals
DOHIFI = RRET L 7z,

P& T & BRYD WEICHR T 2 7o 012, K&
Kix, ROEILFETIToR. £, 201H4H]
SHIZ AR & #1172 negligence O#E}E S. THOMP-
SON, COMMENTARIES ON THE LAW OF
NEGLIGENCE (2d ed. 1904) ®OR{%#45> (PART
III. THE FELLOW-SERVANT DOCTRINE §§
4846—5318) #» 5 Court of Appeals D% 4
BHERELI2, 2D 5B, 185140 519004 % TD
bk, WETH-Tz, ZOHns, FIOEREE
DEREZHPE T 2720 ilvnlz bR L,
fellow-servant rule & E#EI{R D 7 v % B
LTz (81) 0 Bo IHIBIEF 00D 2o LAHA
& LT, &z, SHEPARD'S NEW YORK SUPPLE-

Za—d—7, %

B} 3 Fellow-Servant Rule ®RER

MENT CITATIONS 2 &> T Zh o D¥fl%5]
A U7z Court of Appeals O¥|F| % &R LTz,

ZTH, AOmACET 528y E50zb Dk
¥, fellow-servant rule & E#ZBRO 2 WHIF %
R L7z, FifR, ZOFEIC L > THIZCY X b
b o N, 13ETH 5 e,

2. AEOHR

DL THESNIHBIOHE L ZDFER
EEDDHE, R1DED Ekolh, —HLT
BAS R Y, DL TIE, fellow-servant rule
BT BB, 18714EH & D30FHICEF L T
Wh, £Z5H, ZONFEMICTEINHROA
RzeR2E, REOEKRKBFRIONIDIZ2HD
15ICBE RV, DE D, #EL, fellow-servant
rule 25 LTRBHLZICO p b o T,
NDRD S NIg o Te BEIKIERD 2 2 Lok

%, T PIHADFBFNZ B, fellow-servant rule @
HWHEBREL7 DOV 2HEHEL T3 L, 504
FOGET2RTH, MBERBBDRFELTH S,
Tze 21X, I, Bt EEBEROHGH % <
B/, BFICHERFHFOHFINZE W E v IHRE
ThhiL, BEOKRFEREELFIIT 2720
12, fellow-servant rule 3¢ & L7223, 1940
RICBBEORIICZ S b Zo>TFERLT,
EWIOIRFEEZENSE, LrL, LD
Za—I—rMNcBELTE, 25 LI2RETR%E
WX 5 Ths, Fellow-servant rule O % 4
FHHRFRLTY, BHRB N E2ZBCED S
ZEiFET, H¥ro6—EBL T—EDHEILD % H
DT&EREISCRZ %,

EZAT, flROHFICIE, 2FHEOERN—
BLUIGEC, B2 S TR 2EST
2 A% 7 ¥ A¥ER (memorandum decision) &
FFENZ DD 2, 5, RZZIDOAET VS
ARz RS L, BHMEOHRIZ T Ik > T
HHEERTHrDE, BREIEL2DE STk 3,
X1 IVEHFHBHE»Z VOO, 2T,
fellow-servant rule OFFLFIT & 7 FHH»
K42 EDTBD, 2hoDRERAEY TIt

11
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7o & 2 SR DA EE A BIR T 2 B H -

72 LTh, ERRCHE T SSE T, FhF

NOBEMFOFEERREEE L LT, £EAOE
REKLSF 27 LT O TIEhuwartEb
b,

£ 1 Fellow-Servant Case O# & #DiEHE

Fellow. Ser ; Fe low Servant Rule
cllow ¢ an
e ERCEE S AR

Rule %5 £ %o

O 8 kJ: D RS BGER L

- ' 72 H D4
1851~18604F 6 4 (66 7%)
1861~1870 2 2 (100.0%)
1871~1880 18 9 (50 0%)
1881~1890 30 15 ( 50.0%)
1891~1900 39 19 ( 48 7%)

&t 95 49 ( 51.6%)

£ 2 Fellow-Servant Case D5y # DEEE
(A ET 8 LAHRERWIGE)

Fellow-S Fellow-Servant Rule
CUOW SEIVANL | s o
Rule 735 & 5o e =
D 8 XD EEREERL
N 72 I DAL
1851~18604 6 4 (66 7%)
1861~1870 2 2 (100.0%)
1871~1880 15 7 (46 T%)
1881~1890 27 15 ( 55.6%)
1891~1900 22 17 (77 3%)
= 72 45 ( 62 5%)

%28 Fellow-Servant Rule ®fH

1. Coon v. Syracuse & Utica R. Co.
Fellow-servant rule %2#]% Ti#HH L7z Court
D P E, 18514E @ Coon v.
Syracuse & Utica R. Co. (Z7—o0ty 7% 2 —
A e 2—7 4 HPEESHFH) N TH S, BRI
TEERORBFFNEICIRONTEBEE > /2
EVIDDT, MEDIHEIZZA DT TES
3, ULad, BHROKE RIS 288
TH5IERALZAE >Ry rbs T, K
HEIGbBERBFICHOERK b L FHEGE

of Appeals

12

WoleDThHoTz, s, ghEstion L Tl
FREZRD TN, HTFsh, &L,
HPIZ, & LT, Priestley v. Fowler!®®,
Murray v. South Carolina R. Co.'*Y, Farwell
v. Boston & Worcester R. R. Corp.'" 2% %5
72 £T, AFiF Farwell v. Boston & Worcester
R. R. Corp. EXAITE R W E LY, b
b5, FEHRCBOTEROD LRV LOT,
fEamIC B THECHE 2 FINE 2t nwIBE
Thb, TLTC, 3612 [va—HERHEOMR
EnBERCRLTEA» 2002 %2 L&, »
ZoTCED) A=V 7 DG H%2ELE>8%h
DN ERRTINELHENCEEL, &
BRERHMLUI:OTH - 1219,

2 . Fellow-Servant Rule % & & L -3
LoL, ZOBOEEOBERR I L2V EHTDH
O, lbtb=a—a—7MNcBETEEY, #
HIRr DG EEB— BB Th > L izE 2
< v, Fellow-servant rule (F£¢/H IR
Licvbrzo THERI I NIz, ZOEHZHIE Y
¥ H BYIr S S NG THuiers TH 5,
H5, Coonv. Syracuse & Utica R. Co. 2§t
CITRBOEHFTE, EAVNEESINR TV S,
Fellow-servant rule 252 EHIZFbnizDI,
185340 Keegan v. Western R. Co. (F—# >
X7z AT HEEHEE) N BT TH %5,
O RS 7 - Kfansh D, ZDfEkaREE
WZOWTHBEF P ERES I B2 > T
WEL Tl kbprbod, 20X FHEORK
BHESFELNL TV E LI BLEICBWT, K1
7 —DRFEIC L > TAG L BT O R
» & NTz, HEIX, fellow-servant rule #5:# A X
a0k, OFE#FIERILLZIEICOVTY,
QLD H > e HAZE B ETLERL T2 k
IZDWThH, FHFERICAENE ST RWEER
FTh Dbz, LT, KEFEOEEZ,
RMaDH 2 KA 7 —%HT 5 HEBEE 2Rtk b i
Witz LW HEHSOBADEZEDOHER L L
THELRELT, #ED EEEFTEHL 1,



= a—3— 27 Court of Appeals IZ

F 72, 185940 Smith v. New York & Harlem
R.Co. (A3 AR =2 —3a—7 - Nn—VAKESR
HEH) NI BNTH, FEEOFRICED W TH
FIC B E R an U TSI R S 7z, B
X, ROLSI2 2D THolz, =a—3—7 -
Za—~ATUEEEHE, —a2—3F—7 «n—
LV ASRESFE O R FER L THIEE2ESE 51
M E2EE TS LN, ZOB, =a—3—27 -
N—V ABRESIE, BHOBE EZES =2 —
=7 « Za—~A TV UBESHOFIEICL T,
INEZURODERFLESEFLRE]TS 2L
R LI HEORIL, BEF L L T2 —3—
7 e Za—~A Y UBRESHICEIE L Tnwizdd,
WET bbb =2 —3—7 « N—VAFESHOD
FREE LA EfT, #HEORER L ERT oMK
Lo THREEIERE» SBRITHEN, Z0ROHE
BER AWy, BT LR, g, FEOK L
FREICFEAZBCEbDNL T b TR WwE L
T, fellow-servant rule OEH*EEL, &5
2, REORDHEIZE > TRAIS QA TH -
e LWEBLT, BERR, #ELZOWAE
OER» ORESINBHEHEZBL Tz Z &2
D0 B, HER, BNOMEFATHS =2 —
=7 « Za—~A TV rPgESHUMI L T
HEZAEDLZWEDTRBIT o2, BRICL-
TADEMIZELHEHS 72 BRM15| &R INES
BE W X EERERERCENEREIANETH S &
L7z Thomas v. Winchester (b —< A%~ 4 >
FrAYEME)VOEENPEHA SN, BEEIIHL
THEEZAS EOHBBREINIZDTH-
Tz 112,

3 . Fellow-Servant Rule &R (=4 - 1z HIF)
bH2A, REOHEKERD L D LD ¥
D—1 T, fellow-servant rule % 3& /A8 3 2 Il b
HolzZ kX, E2FThbRV, &z, 1858
FED¥HR Russell v. Hudson River R. Co. (T v
LNAXINRY ) Ty SRESH B O T8
DR BREONTRI LB CHEL T 555,
ZD5bDHEENHOEDOTERIC & > TaE

1 % Fellow-Servant Rule O R

LTHHEREZEIETZADRVET 2 —RFERIZ
SR ToNDVEBELTBY, Fawd 5RH ;tti
WO L, FREEOEG T T 2O E
BHET 3 ZNEESROHRMNHIETIE, ZL
T#3z, Coon v. Syracuse & Utica R. Co. ¥
% YUEHFT O H I T, Z OJREA 2 E
WO 2Y) - A=V 7 OIELHICREEZTHE
TEL gL, FIORHEIBEL 2[F
FEDH gk Boldt v. New York Central R. Co. (R
VRSt Za—F =2 -2y b T NVEESHE
)19y [[AUBF RSB 2 thofHAEIC L -
T &SI INTEBEEC OV, [FHERHEHE
CEERADZVET 2 —REFERIZ, bhMics
WTIEHLoPDEELTWS M ELTWwEN,
% 380 Fellow-Servant Rule W &EE

1. Wright v. New York Central R. Co.
Z DX Sz, fellow-servant rule i,

3 — 7 M TIRIBOFERBFICIET o DRI T

Wizt Bbhshs, ZOROEMICKE LEE”R

FIZTHFIBHR T T ENDIE, 1860F
S18T0FERIT NPT TD I ETH o7z,

REVREBEROER T DH 5D,

servant rule ®3#AH L THEEDFEK % K1) 7-1862

H#0 Wright v. New York Central R. Co. (7 4
Ffma—3—7 « £ b I NEREEHETH) 1
1%, FIROFTEELC B W T DS EOHE] 2

e U TRk R OB G R HAE A,
Z Oz, PABOHERICE DR LGHE

N3 aEicol, ZHIZL > TRENIZHEE

HEODORA > ME, RO6HTH-o72,

(1) »2HHAEL, R UBHICRESET 2 RFEHH
FHEOBIOFER, ABLTH, FHER LK
HLUTHEEZED 2 Li3Rnko,

2) AGLIHHENEREZG &I L REg

MEOET CTh-1235E8TY, HHEVNETZ
BbRWwI LIZEb DTy,

() BELLHWHE SR zs sk L-RER

R#ED, HBIYEE, R—OREDFEBICHHRL

13
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TwizZ eid, BH TRk,

4) FHERSOMBKICE > THRAENEE LT
Hed, BHBEISEARETEES, Jhicid,
BREFH 2 B U754 DR HE L - b e s
RYDTHSTHEDEET L),

6) ABTE, EFEFEHEORBTE, 5wk
BB ORI & > THEEPRELIHETH-
T, A LIHAEN IS DEHBICONT
HHE L FREOHREE L Tuizga i,
HEHEIIEEEED R WY,

(6) [RIBHAZ DHEL 2 FERIC L > THMHNH
ELGECE, FHEE, ZOHHAEBNTE
BTholzE LT, H2D0IIHEEIC KGR
HolzeLTH, EEEEDR N,

PLE®D 6 i1k, fellow-servant rule o) FH#i
PS> R7 Ptk EdonTEBY, ZOBRED
FIEAEZ 2HANZFRLD K2 LB S,

FHEICODWLWTHLIRS L, 7, (D,
fellow-servant rule 2D s DTH 3,

iz, 20, #HAEHED ETBRE2RE L
RNEWVS ZETHY, R, AGLIHEAED
Biges| sk I L RBEAE O RICHED R
NE7Z 5 RWBERICH - 15 E T O HRAEZEOEFE
ZROLZ VRPN TH 2, ZOHEANZ, #H
FiX, UM REOHE2IEHRT 22 13T
SR, EOHHGTE < R 2 B TEIR
ODHHZITHEL TWE ET2HMBIcEILBDOT
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BOREEZ IR - e HAE L, & DB
ZIBEBESIDN v o Ta s, X D LR AM E Ak
BN ETBRTERholedr, FVKELTCHE
WARM ZENG ok, HBEWIEFDOLIT
HolehDBTI»THY, wFhickk, B
ZHAILT DRI 1o, ZhoDEIIT

15



RABEBHEE No. 3 1994

B ORI S HEBED B ToNIERE 572D
THY, FEDORFEHHE TH BB FTIC
ZOFETRROWEIZBGOFBE G Lf:ﬁﬁii))fo%o
=7, #EZ, B ANEHEYE 1 LAEHALL
2 THDE OFE - BRI II YIRS 3, Bl
LEEEZGUMHMOMHAEEL, £8 2 D ANFHYE
WKLo TEEEINTWIDTHo Tz, WHELIE,
ASFHYE I L > THRAIW-FETIXAERER -
12DTHBM, ZDH, KECEKEILTSL LD
Wik, BHEE-oTw, 2O ik, AHEHE
HELHREL LMo TBY, FEEIE, B
WH, BBEFEHPEMEL T2 L 2+0a8#% 0
Tz,

FlRZ, LEOBEEEZHE L 21k, fellow-
servant rule ZBE#E 3 2 2 O— MR & R~z
M, T O8R4 TlE, Wright v. New York Central
R. Co. OFHABIZIZLTHIIC Z D £ FHER S
iz, ZZEFTONFICDWTE, YEHHTH
BZ ol F0uRLholcbDEBb b1,

ZHZHKE S B, DEDFLIC o 12ET I
Wright v. New York Central R. Co. & Laning
v. New York Central R. Co. & D# 2 HDiEw>
BN T DTz KFIZBWT, #HER
F9, ROLIBRERETo> T, Thbb,
HESHIIEHEE 2B U TCOATEIL, EHEW
KD W BB THITEIT 5 Z L3k, %
LT, BTG AL 55 R &8 EE RN
BN ZFEL 20, #idiE, MEA L - TGER
N5TH5 ) THOWHBEBINT 28BB 2T T
Riz LR Twd, READ@EKIR, SR
0@k TR <, FFEHEHEZEORETH % )»
5, HHFIE, oW TEITEZADRY, &
TEFETHD, #L T, Wright v. New York
Central R. Co. %%, HRZFXIERAEHSGD | [{HE
A7 Uz D n T O ABRAFZ S L TEE
FES L LTmznlx, EwmErfELicoTh-
7o &5, Wright v. New York Central R.
Co.DRE RS R o2 [ FESLHGEE DM
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BOSRT 2 HATWIR, ZOBEEFTIE, HEH
SRESREOEBIC > T, £72, EY)
DR EEHEDIzO, EHORIPERILTY
Teo EIHD, BFHEFLI-HOOBEXZTH
TeAEDSZRIRER I, T OFER, BAE T LT, it
TEOCTO I HEOHARRAIFETC T2 LW I H
WS E ., 22T, FER, #Es0atoK
TORTHZEMEICE, BELUILEORHEIER
DEBEELbRr>I@EBHD, D, ZOFE
T (MEHEOREAN]l THEELERL W
72189,

Zhext LT, HHEE, FEESMICBWT [Z
DOFIATIE, JHEOBARBA O RIFEHEAHHE Ok
DAHAEHEBE U TERIED sz YRR,
FREDFREZZD 12 TIHRERH R L, BYO
HREBHEEZURORLOETH 5 EFEF, #
RAFEORBATIE 2L, B 2RBEHAZICEE
W L7, Bt w T, fellow-servant rule &
[LohEEFELTEBY, $RHZFEOHOMEIEZHE
BEAFHKTMEREFOLOELT, £z, #HA
EoBECHT ZHEREOEEAEHER S O
AN RITEAPEEERDOACERET 25D E LT,
B TH5 'L LT Priestley v. Fowler'®®/
FKOFHIZHEEL, ZHIT 308488 oRh
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PH/ETONT, INEFTOHFIEZELT,
Erg| &R I U AES [ HHE O [k (alter
ego)] THoT, FHEPSITRTEFEIATL
DHETHL, LD,

X 512, Plkix, Laning v. New York Central
R. Co. 2 [FEHE LB EZ T CEREES '®L
Wk, fellow-servant rule O—f&EAZEL L /2
D, HLWIAIGER*EE LD $T5Z LI, Laning
v. New York Central R. Co.lzBWTix, EX
SINTwipolze Lz, # L T, fellow-servant
rule &£ ZDHHCOWT, BEOATEBHED
HllcEROMEEIX R, BEBRANOEH WS
BTHEBBRVWES BB H LT THE I L
ZEgRIFEL 72199, L L, Laning v. New York
Central R. Co.*%° Flike v. Boston & Albany R.
Co.DWNICH > THIANRHRL £ 5 LT 53045
DO DNNERP ZOHRICHTEINTEY, %
OHFTIE, BEMERECHED I L IFREOEE
ThHdEDFERNRIN, iz, HHEBEOMICH

(W SPOBEROEERD 2 "L SN TWwh,

ZO LS HT, HEE, HEESPHLXES
ST DES Yoo T 2 L 2EHRL, £/,
RIDKRTH 3 FENAS L OEREZEREL» S
BOEINEEL W Ers, FEE, FH
EoRBACEHL6 WL Lz, —H, HER
ADBRIZOWBTRFRBBRIN TR
W, LT, REBFROBEDOTRICED
Wiz FTIREHRBBE S NI D TH > 7217,

6. ZOBHAnF &

PUblzEoTER LS, 18604FEK 0 518705F
RZH»TT, =a—a—27MTiE, HFEOZEL
WREXR SNz, 2 ORHOHFID 5 5, fellow-
servant rule ODOFREAIZHEFE LD L L T,
Wright v. New York Central R. Co.B X tf
Malone v. Hathaway 3% D, % Of4 28R L
7ebdD & L TlE, Laning v. New York Central
R. Co. & Flike v. Boston & Albany R. Co.
BHoTl, TO4HOHEBIE, EOH IR Y
BEOFROPTHE L 2 {FIA N, fellow-

servant rule DEHDABICKER 2 DD %
L Twot, REDEKREFRIT2HBEICIT,
F & LT, Wright v. New York Central R. Co.
% Malone v. Hathaway & &z, ZhiZ
LT, iHRkeRD, HECHEELZHLEO X
DY Z%EL T, Laning v. New York Central
R. Co.*® Flike v. Boston & Albany R. Co.%3
Fbhlz, YFEEFENFG, ThZhnBncEMNZ
HE RGN THESTZ L, BI2ETHRY,

BAW X > Tid, 1870FRET¥ 12, Laning v.
New York Central R. Co.® XU Flike v.
Boston & Albany R. Co.i2 & - T, fellow-
servant rule MBIE2Z T/ L bEZ oL D,
20 2HOHBN & - T, fellow-servant rule O
BRI, H2BERONG Lk oTehd
ThHb, LrL, LIcRiz X 51z, fellow-servant
rule BRI 2BHNLFHLIED 5 DIX18704F
RICA>TH»S5THY, Laning v. New York
Central R. Co.LABIIZIZ, b 8 H D HFH
HolIBE R, 1851F > 519004F % TIXF b
n7:BHEO> 5, 9ELL RN 28741k, 1870
FRUBICEFLTVRE2DTHZ7, Lhrd, T
TIW218534E D Keegan v. Western R. Co . '™ DHF
BT, [FRED, Y &b MEEfAE X
DHIEBICL > TE U BECEREEAI Z L
X, BHoDIZENT WD TH- T,

ZD &S EEEE NI, fellow-servant
rule X, ZORICEAFLILES LD, &L
%, 185044 & 1870 21T TD % < DHIfI
ZBEUT, ZOFSEIRICHEIL Tuoc b /RS
EDDEYITH S L5 Bbh s,

BAE 19HIEHBOHAI DR

1. ERENRIFICEAT 25 L VWHE
Fellow-servant rule O#EAMRIE L x> 7%
X, 1870FER» oEEICHEZBD TV TH
505, 1880FEMRWCAB &, ZOHIX, 9988
MO—&%7: 851z, 1881FELIED205E[ 7217 T,
691 b DHRBE EN T WS, L L, fellow-
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servant rule DEHANFEbN ZHBAETIE, BHEY
BRBPE->T WD L b, EERHUENH
> 72D Z ORI, BH LVHEATah
523 Disdrol, BEEEKL TRHR7ZITE
B AET 2 S LHB (memorandum  deci-
sion) BHWV I L, BEOKAERL TS LD
WKEOND, ¥R, ATV FLHHRN TR
201, EBHEORERP—BLILBHEEDALTH
D, B 2EERREIVEEE L
WH DD, 188TELIBED0FER 2 T T 2 nuas20/4
WZH REZ &L, fellow-servant rule % bl 3
BHICOWT, &5 HEEER K 2L T BE
otz Zl &, TbbH, fellow-servant rule M3
HERIC OWTHHEOM T—EREa > o4
APBRENDCE S e RRTEEZ NS
MO THD, BHHFTIE, ThETIIEEXEH
PUEZEKEL T, 2T 2HRNEZRKBICMEL T
Vo 72179

ZDEIRHFT, WOLDOFH L VHEK LR
T35, Slater v. Jewett (AV A Z¥fY 2 —
A v PEE)TVR, SREDO S A VICEANEL, 7
DERDETIZ O W TOIRMMEES N BEOF#
WTERFERDPIRE LI L WIBETH - 72,
HRIZ, ZOBREGET S I L [HHEHA
FLLTEITLEUNE RS2 W TATH- T,
EREREM? CNER - A%k, FHE0BET
HBETIREDFRERT, HoOIBE
WABR BRI REIRZ 5 Z L R FEREOEKT
e <, EERAMOBARIEREREZEE LDy
DIZHE R E LT, BEEOFRICH > THE I
Mz U7 THREHIR 2 E L7217,

Cullen v. Norton (H Vv Xt/ — b S Ef) 17
Tld, XY METBBFECREL T RS
DRH, PAFEHIZ L > THE LT, EEBITEH
R LZeWefz TB 0, T, FFEHICTY
fEbR s B S R BOE L 7 BB BB oLk o
AL o THE Uz, HHUE [RIC & B 2175 B
ki, BRCERTZ ZLIcxs, 0wz, K
Tk, ZOHBER, X2 MBCEbLNLS T
CEWCRIBE LRI, U BRI EES B - X
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NLERAMGTE LTl R %+~ TE|
ERTTWDTHL O RRCFEREL LT
B OLUR IR T 2B BENREINTVE T &
Z#®, fellow-servant rule OAH|®#EHL T,
FEEBFRORFEOFRICE D  THRER R 2E L
2o ZOHHRIZ, BEEES TCOERIZOWTD
HflE -7,

Fellow-servant rule 122\ T O 2 HH D
FTHVLEIDPB LW EEDLN D, 18924ED
Gabrielson v. Waydell (54 7Y =L 2 >4t =
A RNVEHE)TH S, BRI, i1 > FEEH»S
T AV AR AD S EOEY, MED1AT
HoRREBRRD 7 D FRICH T, BETHKRA
TWizk 22, REXP-THKRT, BIE20DH8
TeM2l-ewS 8D TH->T2, THRETIE, B
RiEMOFHEEOMIK (alter ego) TH 2 L DI
HFOERNIED Sh, #HENEHL Tz, T
FHRE, EEBFOBEOTFRIIEITVLTL
%180,

HRIZ, HHETHVMOMEETY b BHE
DEHX, SEOLRZENDD 5 RMELERMEEL,
BB 2T ON =BT 2 AE 2 EG LT
Ricadh T b Lz, BRI <, BE
LIz#HELERTONE, BHEDS b0Hn,
DIBRIC L > THEELFHEL TH, FHAZIIET
2EDTV, $LT, MBECLZEERIRBX S
EVIZETHL I, HRIZEINIE, MELHRA
i, HEOMLFICHE ST 2R THY, hMEDKE
ROV RPICKENS S L b, 2n2HEEIC, HE
DEBDLITREODVTHERFCEELZ2EDY S
BIZizwhrzv, B, MEORYLITSE
(misconduct) OfEfE% b [FIXZTTw3 | H D
EENTzDTH o718,

ST, 1BYMFIZT &Nk
York, Lake Erie & Western R. Co. (/»> ¥ >
AXZma—T =7 s AL =) — e T2 AF
PESH M) BT, FEMHTRO Slater v.
Jewett LIZEAERUTHZICb b T,
Loz D wmBE NN TS, Hankins v.
New York, Lake Erie & Western R. Co. 8B

Hankins v. New
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WTh, FAYEENBEL, ZOBRDIEROTF
BOTHEEERPEEI:DOTH AL, R, £
BHE—BCRED LELXFABL, FRERDTIZ,
Ihix, P EbHRICINE, ROL DS HH
HIZEILSbDTH 2, $72bbH, 181FD
Slater v. Jewett IZB Wi, BILWERZES,
—RIEAEERET 2 L35 [HER (train
dispatcher) ] 28 U 72 48RICED 3% <, IEL W
D3, BN S OBEIC & > THEEF D
SBEMPOIEVIBETH-o, THIXNLT,
Hankins v. New York, Lake Erie & Western
R. Co. BV TIE, BHERIARLE D>z, ZD
FESFETIE, BEMRIT 1 H 335! 8 RFEEhE
LINTwzs, MEOHEEKIL, 5l&#|ED
DIz, BERBZTRA LTI SELLZDT
Holze DD, FBRZDLDMNE> T zbi}
ThH 5%,

WHREEZz G5 &, HBL, ERETD
ZrEnBHE (MEREELT] BIRETAT
H5HD, HROBECIHEREHERELET LI L
FTCHERAEORBFCEENIDIT TR, LR
TWw3 LI Th3,

2. HAEMEENO LTRARAMbOL VI & 25ER

L 7361

1940 K I 72 > T b, fellow-servant rule M4
B> & OERETAHA DD F VB BT 2
ERATHIBIE LT, 72k 21, 18955 D Keenan
v. New York, Lake Erie & Western R. Co.
(F—Fr=ma—a—27 474 =)=z
R Y CHEEHERE) OB 5N 5, BER, K
DESIRbDTHoTz, FEIR, WESHORM
BUICHBELTEY, BHEELEEEOTT, fi
DEBEANDTFEFH L L@ Tz, =ttOHEA
W& oT, 3HOMEED S bAbimDEREE TIXIESE
T EDBELosNTHizH, BFROLEH
FLBELESDEE OB 2o T le®, R
X, MROIRCHE, FEOREICER® 2D
KT TH o7z, D 2 HDOIREETIE, 1F¥E
HFIZESEIT o4, BIOFIENEAL TR W

SRR INT WIS, LD TIEZ S L
FED 2 L, FEEMESHEPOHEO T THn %
DHL T Z 3, MOBEVNEGEEID LT
», REREGEZE >, BEFEEIHEIC10,000 F
NVOREERGR U LFRET L0, HHRETHES
h, EELEEREGECRb-T, EEEHEA (ad-
ministratrix) 25 E&L Tz,

COBHTIE, BGERD LD REHED 5115
DHEDIERICTIE L, BMTEA»SKENE21E
FEMOMEDIERICHELH > 72 blF Th %23,
WTNIZE LREER, Z2oHERcEEbRTNIE
i oigmots, UL, g, HRICHESH
DLZEHANEZEE ST 2R VRZEHRL T,
COMRIFEHORBALRBEZRVWE L,
Feid, [FEH I B TR IRE 217 - 1z FHEEHA
FIOCHRERDEWVWS ZEThoTz, DD
2, EBCRBERCRI BHELHLH5E5TY, #
HEES LOLETHERZEbZVET 201
fellow-servant rule OHFH» S DREHED 1 DT
Holz,

Fellow-servant rule ZB§L T Court of
Appeals 23T U 72 191§ & & OFIBF11X, 190040
Capasso v. Woolfolk (F ¥ /SN 7 477
BH)OTHY, BEEBOBRMIEEORFIC
HEZA-TEEDOFERVBKRI SN TV 519, /7
WAEES TOBEROHIBNL, 1880FARLUED Z D
R R 2 b D TH 519,

#E3IFE Fellow-Servant Rule %8 ¢ 3 I & B
=

8 18 Fellow-Servant Case (261 3 F

Fellow-servant rule O#EANFbHILSERET
RIFRC BT B2 FHE, SRFEOLSCED SR
72DIZ5 D

¥ 9, 3% (pleading) iX, RO X312 L Tfib
Niz, HRAHE DB DWW THAZICIEEREx
KD 25E, BROFRECEFRBEPEINEL T
Wiz Z EFFRic s o, FEE,
cause of action (FFAKK) ZBA T 57012,
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ROWE T TEERFHTLER D72, T
bbb, OZE» OMYIREEE 7o UK % 213t
L olzficBnT, Hb0iE, @FDiEEc
Lo THEEBEL L ZADMHEE %, EEEL L
LB THLICbrhboTBOANSICE
WT, HRHBCRERD>T-LWVWS L2 RTHE
KTHb, EFERAEPERZVURERTH -
TRl EERRHLE UCERARA R 2 T8, BEE,
B9 B 5137 ORIBHEAESELRLZ W UTEE T
HoleZ e EHS ol EFELZINIER S
Lo 12198,

JFREDFRBSAEOBRBEORER L L TABLT
ZEDFRONHED» SHSHTHDIZH b 5
¥, fellow-servant rule O#EH 2 HEE 2 L 5 %
—EDBEENMSEFRINTHRVERICIE, #
HEIFBECICC B3 LER R WIED D B IEE
T5IENTEN, IS, demurrer (BHFFHIF)
EMEEND HDTH D,
fee 21, SEOHBFLEZEDMEICL 5T
BHEL L LTHAREET 2854, OF0HE
DEEETH Y, QSHIZHEENHETHAL L 5
HoTwied, ESREFEECL> THVELDOT
HY,ZLCROEERZDI 2RSS Rh -
7z, LW ZEREFRTIE, HFEHBEHEZH
BFORBEHHAETHL ETRLIZEATH-T
b, Y DH 273 demurrer WKL TIEERTH -
72,

S50, FEEE, FESIEEI LEAEY
[EREDOREEAN (vice-principal) | 12347 555
G, HRELAEAZEWRD FERAEOETEE
Kkd2IedbTE, 25T, FRZBLTI,
Hieg| &I LoED, FEEDORBE TRV E WL
5 EFEFTRTBEIZL o719,

Iz, ZTOWRIZL > THELRF IS LI E
5 DWHEIFHGEDORBE TH-720», Th
ELFERBOREATH 720012, BEERIC
EONLEVED, BEFABRETRE L3N
Twizo $7bb, i, [HHERE (question
of law) | ThH o7z, HEHM TEEBRICFVY
HHHZEE, BEISREE T L, Z0OB, kE
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FEEHIIBO TSRO L THBH, HHBED
Fi7r (instruction) »MTbhiz, BIRENICIE, &=
Wef I LB LEEH L0 [REW%HAEOBG
WKAIDEWR, EDL5 2RO I L E2E®RT 20D
A DWB TR, FHHFTSHE L, (R EAR
BEIZBVT [20X ) BERIHEEICEEL T
WIZD ] WZDOWTIE, FEESRET 2D E X
iz, BHFRORBEZHS 2L, TEOBIFL
DEEZT 205, BHEOHRTH-7, EE
NOFRICEOD D oIz L ORI THZENT:
BEE, FRESNERGHRL, HrE2 T L
72190,

Fhibbdd 1 DEELGE L CGRABEROME
BH B, FETHRMICOVWTE, ZoEY T,
B (contingent fee) DB —EHITH -
2o 2FYD, EEVEHRLIZES I, Bonl:
EHO—EEEEAELICEI, BERLISS
Wi, Eo7XHbBTIVELIFHETH
bo F7z, HEFIZHMGELADOMER b B L < IR
EnTwic b, ABA S TZAEHDSRE ISR B H &
s ZedbPhmpolzicw, FETRMLSNOF
DEHLHE Do Lok Ed2ThHb, o
T, RENGE TR, EERROWEEFL
BT LR EFNEERERZBERR1 -2 LR
51519,

F2H BHECHEE [F58%] tok#i
1. Fellow-Servant Rule " EHH ¥

OHALOA FYVRDEHE TH-/- 7747 =
WV (Lord Bramwell) i, 1878 D Ef o h
T, fellow-servant rule Z{RD & 5 ICHEL T
B, [T MER LR LTBLT, EEFELIALE
THoT2AW, ES5LTBRMLTCDE2 718
ELRBEEL 2T RSZ0DIES D 5, |99 [
—DEIX, FHFIEESE I Z 5205, EFEE
RABCEHZ RS TH B,V g, f#
RFEICE, %< O5E, FFEHAELD RS0
ENhbb, Lirl, BROIBIZE L, #EY
FEHD LTEEERRET 22D &5 %EZFHHER
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o, ERER, HowIEERHICBL
T, EERPEEIEONLZLICR>TLE D,
YEEDBAAEROEZ Ao THETREHEZID
& 5 BRI IR T 5 H1Z, fellow-servant rule
D1 OOFEERE Do/ EZ 6N 5,
COEEEZDETEDDIEERDD, HXK
EOEABFHMD 1 D THLBEOELETH S,
WAETY, FEED “deep pocket” (F&DE i
RFMEE) 22U TR T2ERERED Z LI,
LIFLIEEEHINTw3, LT, KEBEAD
72 0 238D - 72 19AR I BV T, fellow-
servant rule 7% & DFEEN R I NIE, NIELER
FED otz & T BEmICY, —EDHEH
HHEHOCBbns,
WEEDFKRDDEREICOWT, 7Y —> (Leon
Green) I [ED &L O REHICE DR THN,
EHGHEZ SR TRHEECEET L, LA
ERICHERERET - AEBROREN L EN
72 P99 L R T WS, F 72, 18755 D & 19054F 12
I} T D negligence %3 25 EFREFHR % HE
L7z RAX+— (Richard A. Posner) & khiZ,
BHEDADER (nonjury trial) BT,
& B - BB TR23EThH > 1o DIz, [
FHEA (ury trial) 1BV TIE, FEEBETFI45M:-
WEBFRBETH -1 EE I, ZOMFERS
BRD Tid, 19HAROREER, R&ECH L THEE
HFENTH- T B2 L2/ WIY,

2. BECHT > URORHBENRE

BHE EREFCOVWTEZSIBEEE RO
», vawv >y (Wex S. Malone) DFE#HTH %,
oy rD [FE5iEL] FHICOWTOHRHADS
<%, fellow-servantrule KDOWTHYETIFE 5
2B bhd, Thicinld, [F58%FEHE
DL, SREDEENRKEP>T:DTH o7,
FEOHIRIE, METAFDROEHKEZ LS5 L
22T, PETAEDS2EROFHEE—Z
24, DR, HOBEREL TE, IhETOX
5 AR OBER R ER Tl <, [LELBEFEK
ROBHESLER L L TOFBOPECELALED

N3Ed3 kot ~u7 i, ZDL3RHPT
(HF5ak | BENBE LD, FEEIIRN
WHERER T, ZD7®), BEHE» ZhicflboT
A EGEEZME L LS ELreThHS, &
IR L Tu> 5209,

X512, 1855FE N S18TVFEE LT TD =2 —
I— 7 INOEFI RS UIERE LT, SO
HE ORI, FEECHT 2020702058 L WA
BholzZ EbEHINTWS, Zid, AR
OyF % Ik THEYNCIE L T X 1FEEL, B
EEHBCHBELLEEZHFCT L, AER
N TERLS BT LESREICREZT LN
Teend ZEThoT, BEFPHFETH 5HEH
KBWT, FFEEIX HobEEOBEZED
(plaintiff-minded) ' & 9 &7 - 72209,

bb oA, FEELS LEHZSEOREICH
LTWeDTHBH, DI EIE, FEALEA
BB e, FBEEE, B2 OFRIE
bR > THREORFRB IR OXRERS
25 ERKRODT, BEMREZE Z ZVibam %
TLBETholcb I ZEThb, ZOES%
RETIE, BHELBFILY SRV ERL
Bl DBEHENLORI ETHoT, F DO
ELTIE, HREEBUHRECEERYRITTHE
&, FTARHTL, BEOESLHRRT 2 HikL
DBEZ NP, vuy ik, BAALEEE DR
BIEBWT, FETHLEACFEELIE LREE
DIEMICDOWT [HBERE L TERICET 52 &
TiEH->TH, HBOFARIERED BRI Z2AREG
BL 2w PO R TREHRO—HZ5 | HL
Twb,

Wwolt A [FERE| BEBFELNED S &,
®i, 5, BEEW X 2RO W ES L
0, U, BEREICHE-S T, TNk [HE
Wk | EE A L THIT T 2 B & REE ik
ORI BH LR 7, BEEOHBIZIZ,
B OFBWRREBR SN B0, FXEHT
THHEDOEVEL S, FHREFDIHHEDE W
mLb, HEEHEHABELTHY, ThoMHEDH
HEBERIE, LTLUHBEHL TP, T2k 2
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o, BHEFTE, FAEHATLE EB2IE [—EF
DHFENC B D ICHERI 1220 T1E, HBRE
(G DA L’C}/:%Ui%‘i&wj wEE LTRSS
HE DBRE % 8E T E K, Wiz, H4riEE
WA THRITE SN LT, BEOBE I
REDHETHSOEZMES & 518k 2 #axt
IRV — IV iden ] v R EBENTEEETH - 1
DTHY, VbiE, HRIZFEZ 2®RE 572714
AISEEIHIi > Tokd s, L L TIHRELE
BichbotctBond, 2nel%, vxuviic
FhIE, BHER, HroBRCHT 2 EY
DILFECHE-> T, HEIC, Bo/-@0 OHks T
T EBRTERDTH - 1229,

bESA, BERELEZS->TH, V-1 20D
bOWK L TN —E U 3HBNERETH 5
CEREARTHD, k21T, EEOBRKPEK
OHIEE Vo 72350 5 [HEiE%k | L L 5
ZA5ZEHTEL, LL, 22TOYaw>D
sam O EHRIE, BHFEUEST L 70—Fv— 1+ H
HOEHMEPHEE S TR L, FHOBREADE
HOYTIZOBELD THRICESATHZ LWL
IPEAETLNRTWE LS ThH 2,

3. IR 2 BEENIRE)

DEDXSiz, ~uvrd [FH58%| BEE
OERELTHEMT 212 LA LYDERFIZ,
fellow-servant rule & b BT 2D TH 5, &
T, BUOZa2—3—-7MNOREHHFTH 3
Court of Appeals OHI# % B2 2 L ¥ 3,
Fellow-servant rule 285 & 2 2 3/FDIC B W T,
B, EDLRBEERLTHLDTHS
D

7z & 21, Baulecv. New York & Harlem R.
Co. (R—=v7rt=—a—a—7 n—V ASESH
BT, BRESI SR L EEEREHETE
EERPPICHREL TR ot HICBWT,
FESHICBESH > EOTFENE INT, L
L, IOEBMFBEEZTIRINZLIED
AR E U, B AN 1R, o BEE2 8-
T2l EWMRENIR T Thote, Hikiz, BiEx
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FEEICETICR RS 5 W L i3IS Th
ELT, RRAZHT UL THEER 2L
72208,

%7z, Harvey v. New York Central & Hud-
son River R. Co. ('n— 7 242 —3—7
XY TNNRY ) 7 GIEEH ) 20T
&, BT O@KIC L o THREESBR L, #E
BIFHBTC L7, MEXEETHS 2 LIFHHS
DTHoTzlz0, #EBBRICBEBEE L2 E
IPPME—DFEHER ST, THRETIE, 20k
BFICHEE LSRR 2 B WEDBETH
% & 3, fellow-servant rule iIZ@H I N2 -
723, ik, BRSE S, ZOREFIL, B
BIRFEHRTH o I2ic b b 59, Blifi & DA
ATHEEEL T DTH o7z, HkiE, FEEIH
HEOWKEFRT LI E2ELETE 200k S
ALY e LT, FERRO THRENREEL,
HEH (new trial) 2 U749 Z0L312, B
1o BEEH L DIz, FEEBEE LD & BE %
HIETWDBEIBEE, Hr WL, 20L>5
RZ2 5858, SR, BEMCEEELREL
TWlekHTh 3,

—7%, 7z2& 21, Abelv. Delaware & Hudson
Canal Co. (ZA ZNAVXT T 7 = 7oKV o5&
SV, M, B CREE RS DR - BT
Holze BE, Bt EEHICIZRON, T
TLEWwS bDThH- b, EttORESHAN
M & %57z, MADMD W DhDEHTIE,
B0V EOTICWHIEFEWELE T2 2 &
BEREOT, MOBELFIELE» S 20L& S HE
WEBL T, E250, ZOFEFTIE, =0
IO RMANI E o7 v oz, BT 2
DEHOHE—DHIE L, FROEIZEEREEkRL,
Thz Rl oBBEHE T+ Lz iz 5
BWEEDEZDHT, bboA, BliftoRe Iz
Mo 2BE T o1z, THRETIE, HER
e LU THANGEY DO+ 02bDTH2 LA,
HFADET 3 NIz, FEDEE®22T, Hki,
HADHEL TH > 7em &5 i, FBEELHREST R
S TDH S & L7, HHE N 2 ReiE
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DRTRBRETIE, B, BBUREHOD
IR EFEFICOITRTWSEY, ZOERICIE, FE
BT NIZ 9B ERFEEBFRE ko Twicy
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