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being attended by circuimstances of dishion-
e-9tY, intimidation, iolestation, or actual
Malice, is Dlot actionable as a wrong by
inldiViduals, as a conspiracy, or as in res-
traint of traele (Mogul Siens'tpij Compîlany
(Lirn.) V. JI' Gregor, Gowi, & Co., 58 Law J.
ReP. Q. B. 4C5)-(diseevtie'n k' Esiier, M.R.).

-1,411 of Exa'ig.-If iii an action on a biiill
ofi exeliange, fraud or illegality is prove<d in
tuie issue or negotiation of a bill, thie liolder
Mlust prove tliat value lias been given, and
tliat it lias been given witliout suispicion of'
tie fraud (Tfain'' v. Ilasier, 58 Law J1. Rcp.
Q. . 432).
Lnit).-wliero the p1ai nti if moved for a new

trial, and flot for judgniient on tdie pleadings
inl an, actioni for libel, hîamed on a p)amnphlet

Piiprigto lic the judgment of a judge,
and întîiniatcd ami opinion contrary to tliat of
the Courts belowv lield tlîat if a judgrnent is
PIhlislied wlîîeh dccs not give a complete
an'd substantially accurato, accouint of the
Matter adjudicated uipon, and tlîe publication
of it is uîiiaccom-panie(l by a report of the
ev'ideince, it is not privileged (M1arDovgtîll v.
Knight, 58 Law .1. Rep. Q.B. 537).

A iFIKÇ ''TOOLA'IEAÏV
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-At the l)renitfomd Couinty Court, on rav
October 18, before Ilis Huonor .Tndge Stoiior,
the case of 1V/,ilt' v. T/lie Lown<l anid Sovlt-
I,11 (>in Railwaq/ Co. was lieartl. Tins plain-

tiWr a carpenter, sued the defendants for 151,
the value of a box of tools wlîichli e liai
delivered to a porter at Basingstoke, stating
at the sanie Lime thes nature of ils content,.
The porter lab-lIed thîe box, and put it into
the luggage van of the train hy wliicî te
Plaintifi' travelled thence to Hounslow, l)ut
on1 the arrivai of the t"-aini at Hounislow tlie
box M'as flot forthcoming. lime defendants
resisted the dlaim. on the ground that a
Workman's tools were not ' personal luggage.'
Ilis Honor cited the case of Macrow v. 7T/w
G-,ret f Western Raibiuc y Co., 40 Law J. Rep. Q.
B. 300; L. R. 6 Q. B. Div. 629, wvIiere Lord
Cllief Justice Cockburni, in delivering the
judgmont of the Court of Queen's Benecli, said:
"«We liold the true mile te be that, whatcver
Lime pass6nger takes witli Iiitu for lus personal

use or convenience, according to, the habits
or wants cf the, particular class to, whichhe
belongs, either with reference te the imme-
eiate necessities or te the ultimate, purpose
cf the jouruîey, imust be consielered as per-
sonal luggage. This would include, net only
aIl articles cf apparel, wlietlier for use or
ernainent, leavin, tlîe, carrier lierein te the
1)rotu ctictn cf tîme Carriers Act (te wlmîcli
being hield te, bo hiable in respect of passen-
gers' luggage as a carrier of gooda lie un-
elcuttedlv becomnes entitled), but aIse the
guni-case or ti fisliing apparats of t. e
sportsiai, the easel of an artist on a sketchi-
îng tour, or the b)ooks of Ltme student andI
otiier articles of au analogous cliaracter, the
use of '%icli is personal te tlîe traveller, and
tlîe takingr of whii lias arisen fromi thue tact
of his jouriluyitig ;" ant i s Hlouer lield that
the ttYtls cf a wvorkinail wore as mucli ' per-
sonal luvgage' as the easel cf ani artistor te
books of a student, and the taking of w'hichi
certainlv arises from the fact of bis jeurnev
to or from lus work, whiicli M'as its ultimate,
purpose, and tîmat lie ,vas tîmerefore entit ed
te recover. His Ilonor M'as pressed. by

cnslf(tr the defeiîdants Nvitm the case of
P/î<lps v. 71ie Londlon and Norfth- Western Rail-
vo.t' Co., 34 Law J. Rep). C. 1'. 249, wlhere iL
ivas lield tlîat deeds cf a client carried by an
attorney te te assize4 %vere n(tt ' personal
luggage' ; but ilis I ltJn(r liel( tlîat the
presemit case wvas distinguisliable from, that
case otn te (,roundith lat tlie d1eods in question
ii te latter were net the property of the
attorney, anid tlîat tlîey î)robably feul Mitîlin
the Carriers AcL. lus Ilonr also hield that
if the box cf teols now in question were not
iporsonal luggage,' yet, as the porter took
charge cf iL, anid labelled and put it into the
van, the defendants wvere hiable, according te
the case of Qlubtf v. T/wc London and North-
Weéstern Rat't'Co., 31 Law J. Rep. C. P.

271, and entered a verdict fer LIme plaintiff,
with costs.-Judgment accordingly.
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AND COMfMISSIONERS FOR OA THS.

The following statemnent, prepared by the
council of the Incerpeorated, Law Society, aS
te what they consider to be the duties of


