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that the car Compyany was flot liable.
And in. Lewis V. New York Cd»t. SJ", *
car C4. Massachusetts Supreme Ju icial
Court, JAIL 7, 1887, it WVas held that a
sljetpf-.car compariy if. boundtus
teasonable care to guard a passenger on
its cars froni theft, and if through Want of

r uch care the personal effects o f a p assen.
g su-c-h ash ih esnby carry

with hini, are stolen, the company is
liable. Aloo that the fact that the com'.
pany has pom4ted a notice in its cars irn
%vhich it disclainied liability for the lors
of valuables by passengers cannot be
availed of by way of a defence ta an
action by a passenger whose miorey,
wbich hie had placed beneath the pillow
in bis berth or, going to sleep, was stolen,
Nvlierc~ it appears that the passenger did
not sec or kinowv of such notice. So, in
an action against a sleeping-car company
by a passenger for money stolen from his

etii îvhile hie wvas aslep, the fact that
a iià nanra h sm tii siir

somne evidence of the want of proper
wvatchfulness by the porter of the car ;
and where there wvas evidence that the
porter wvas found asleep in the early
Morning, imid that hie wvas required ta be
on duty for thirty-six hours continuously,
which included two nights, a case îs pre.
sented which mnust be submnitted ta the
jury ta deterrnino wvhether or flot there
was nogligence on the part af the coin.
pariy ii guarcLing its passengers. The
court rail: Il Where a person buys the
righit ta the use of a berth in a sleeping-
car it is entirely clear that the ticket
which lie receives is not intended ta and
does nat express ail the terns of the con-
tract into which hie enters. Such ticket,
like the ordinary railroad ticket. is littie
inore than a symibol iiitended ta show ta
the agents in charge af the car that the
possessor has entered into a contract with
the comipany o wning the car, hyr %hich
lie is entitled ta passage in the car namned
on the ticket. Ordinarily, the only coi-
munication betveeni the parties is that:
the passenger bu 8s, and the agent af the
car company sella', a ticket between tvo
Points; b ut the contract thereby, entered
anto is implied from the nature and usages,
af the emplayment af the company. A
sleeping-car company holds itsehf out ta
the world as furna"shing safe and coruîfort.

iW JOUUNAL. 19!

able cars, and when it sells a ticket it irn-
pliedly stipulates to do so. Jt invites
passengers za pay for and make use of its
cars for sleeping ;ail parties knowing that
during the greater part of the night the
passenger will be asleep, powarless ta
protect himseif or ta guard his property.
He.carmot,, hke the..guest..aof an inn, iock
the door and guard against danger. Hie
lias no right to take any such ateps ta
protect hirnself in a sleepîng.car, but by
the necessity of the case is depe.ndent
upon the ownoers and officers of the car to
giiard, himn and the property hie has from
danger, from thieves or otherwise. The

law raises the duty on the'part of the car
Company ta afford him thiq protection.
While it is flot hiable ae a common car-
rier, ar as an innholder, yet it is its clear
duty to us-i reasonable care to guard the
pRqssen gers fromi theft, and if througli
want o1 such care the personal, effects of
a passenger, such as lie iighit reasonably
carry %vith hiim, are stolen, the comnpany
is liable for it." Sec llùioi Cent. R. C.
v. ffandy, 63 Miss. 609; Brais v. Bai. and
Oh-jio R, Co., St. Louis Circ. Ct., r Ry. &
CorY. I J, I03.-Albafly La.- Yournal.

SYMPA 71Y W!?!!1 CRIME AND
CR!MINAL.

Our attention lias been attracted ta a
communication ta the .N«Vioý in %whichi the
writer says:

I have a psychological quostion ta
pro pose: What is the exact state af iid
under anialysis of the sinall newspaper
writer who always speaks of crime jocose.
ly ? Everybody must have observed it as
one of the nman yways in Nwhich the vulgar
newspaper tends to vulgarize the public.
For examiple why 1 boodle alderman ? '

He thun suggests that, perhaps, the
cause of this peculiar predilection is that
these jocose and slangy writers have a
"4secret and constituitionial syînpathy with
crime." This is a liard saying and a
harsh judganent. We freely accýuit the
witings af the ghosand Ilpen' school
o' journalism of anything worse than a
ilpientiful lack of wit -(in every sense)
and execrable taste. They offend ina this
sort, sirnply. because they do flot know
an>' botter, and y et their folly bears Its
evil fruit. The familiar and qYuai: funny
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