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TRAYzLLING BY, RÂIL-JIUDGE5' RINFORT ON THE~ GooDnnuE, BiLL.

servants in the carniage in which he je
ýtravelling, the company's contract to carry
ît safély je cubject to an implied condition
that the passenger takes ordînary care of
,it, and if hie negligence causes its becs,
the company are not responsible. So
where a passenger 'whoee portinanteani
had been placed at lis requet in the car-
riage with lim, got out at an intermediate
atation on hie journey, and having negli-
gently failed to find the came carniage
again, finished hic journey in a dîfferent
one: the portmantcau having been robbed
during the latter part of the journey by
persons in the carniage without any negli-
gence of the railway company; it was
Jheld, that the rai]way compaiiy was flot
responsible for the losc, any more than if
the passenger had upon corne false alarm
-thrown his property out of the carniage
window.

In giving judgment in Le Conteur v.
London and, Southi Western R. W. Co.,
LiR. 1 Q.B. 54, Cockburn, C. J., said,
dgI cannot help thînking we ought to
Tequiire very special circumetances indeed,
,and circuraetances leading irresistîbly to
the conclusion that the passeger takes
aucli personal control and charge of bic
luggage as to altogether give up ail hold
upon the company, before we can say that
the company, as common carriers, would
-not be liable in the event of the loss."

(l'o be continued.)

JUDOFS' REPORT ON NIE
ÉGOODIJUE BILL.

As promiced last month we now publish
,the report made by the heade of the three
ýColhits on the Bibl to deciare and deter-
mine the true meaning and intention of
the Act to confirma the distribution of the
Estate of the Hon. George Jervis Gooci-
hue, deceased. The Bill and petition for
it were submitted to the Judges compos-
ing the Commission appointed under 34
Vict., chap. 7, the Commission consiet-

ing of ail the Judges, including the Chief
Justice of Appeal, except Mr. V. C. Blake,
who -was raised to the Bench since the
Commission issued. Thougli the Report
is signed only by the Chancellor and the
'Chief Justices of the Courts of Queen!s
J3ench am!~ Common Pleas, it is under-
stood that ail the Judges concurred in the
views exp ressed ini the iReport. It is a
weighty, logical andi convincing document,
worthy of the higli repatation of those
whose naines are appended to it, 'whilst
the whoie circumstances of the case
are evidence of the wisdom of the Act
under whîch the iReport was made.
Many of the observations are of general
application, and condeinnatory of the
pernicious principle which the passage of
such an Act woulcl countenance. Mucli
stronger language than is used on this
point wouldl not have heen inappropriate.
But the Judges, properly enough perliaps,
did not think fit to travel out of the
record or to express opinions as to matters
wvhich it might have been said were
rather of gencral import than submit-
ted to them in this particular case. Our
readers are doubtless sufficiently familiar
with the facts of the case to follow the
Report without fuither explanation. It
je dated at Osgoode Hall, i Ith February,
1873, and reads as follows.

"The iudersignea judges, who have considered
the Estate Bill (No 132), intitnled 1 An Act to
declare and determine the true meaning and in-
tention of an Act intitnled, " An Act to confirma
the dei-d for the distribution and seftbrnent of
the estateý of the Hononrable George Jervia
Goodhue, deceased," forwarded te the judges
uinder the Provincial Statute 34 Vict. cap. 7, te
report thereon, beg leave to submît the following
observations relative thereto :-It being the
peculiar duty of thejndges to interpret the Acts
passed by the Legisiature, and to exponnd theïr
ineaning, they can only do so by reference to
the language used ia framiag theme Acte of Par-
liament; they can know nothing of the intention.
of the Legisiature, Bave from the language in
whicli the Actî passed by them are expFffe4c.
A Court of competent jurisdiction having, Pyi pa
jndgment, declared the meaning of sa Act ~


