
.jnex~Clirreit;/ Engliek Cases. 391

sam- of forr hhiIlings,- and probably the solution of the interesting
legal question involved w~as flot arrived at vw ithout an expenditure
of at leaSt 250 times the amount in question. A couple of wealthy
corporations, no doubt, could well afford this luxury. The point
in dispute' .as flot very intricate, Theplaintiffs had let to one
Woodman a sewing machine under a hire and purci .se agree-
nient. Woodm-an, while in possession of the machine under this
agreement, deposited it in the cloak -oom at one of the defend-
antse railway qt:,tions, and subsequently decided flot to take it
away, and notified the plaintiffs where it wvas ; and they de-
manded it frcm the defendants, who refused to deliver it ul. until
pai their charges for keeping it, amountinig to four shillings:
hence the action. A Divisionial Court (Matlîew and Collins, jJ.)
,iffiriincd the iudgenent of a County Court judge, holding that the
defendants hiad a validl lieu on the machine for their charges,
whicl. was good as against ail the world ; because \Voodr.ian,
w~hiIe ýin possession under the agreement, had a right to
take the mnalJine with him if ho travelled, and to deposit
it in the cloak roomn, and that in the course of such reasonable
tuscr he could gi ie rights to the aiefendant cornpar.N. which -,vere
valid as against the owners of the machine; and aiso on the
ground that the defendants were, as cominon carriers, bound to
give reasonable facilities for the storage of the goods of travellers,
and that it was in the performance of that obligation thev had re-
ceived the machine, and, therefore, acquired a valid lien thereoin
for their charges in taking care of it.

DEIMV io~- L--PR 1V 1LLC. L) CObMMU ,*RATioN-LzTTEK, ýVRITTPN I; SOLICI-
TOR IN OPDINARY COUR~'SE OF~ DI)t* l'O CLIEN'1.

Baker v. Carisick, (I894) i Q.B. 838, wvas an action fir libel.
The libel complained of wvas contained in a lett-r written by tht-
defendant as a solicitor in the~ ordinary course of his duty to his
client, a creditor of the plaintiff, directed to a third party, nloti-
fving him flot to, part wvith the proceeds of certain goods intrusted
to hini for sale, on the ground that the plaintiff, the owner of the
goods, had commnitted an act of bankruptcy, upon which an order
ini bankruptcy might be nmade against him. The jury ha\'ing
found a verdict for the plaintiff, the defendant appezled, and
rnoved to enter judgmnent dismissingè the action. The Court of
Appeai (Lord Esher, M.R., and Lopes and Davey, 1Ljj.) allowed


