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marriage is legitimate "-a statement, says the
Lawe Journal, " not so mucb startling initef,
as in the inference fromi it that cbîldren born ten
months after marriage are illegitimate. "

The following important judgment bas recently
been given by tbe Supreme Court of the United
States, in the case of The New York Central and
Hud8on River Railroad Company, v. Fraloif.

It is competent for passenger carriers, by speci-
fic regulations, distinctly brought to tbe know.
ledge of tbe passenger, wbicb. are reasonable, and
not inconsistent witb any statute or its duities to
the public, to protect itself against liability, as
insurer, for baggage exceeding a fixed amount in
valute, except upon additional compensation pro-
portioned tg) the risk.

As a condition precedent to any contract for
the transportation of baggage, the carrier miay re-
(luire information froxu the passenger as to its
value, and demand extra compensation for any
excess beyond that whicb the passenger may
reasonably demand to be transported as bag(,gag,,e
under the contract to carry the person.

The carrier may be discharged fromn liability
for the- full value of the passenger's baggage, if
the- latter, by any device or artifice, puts off in-
quiiry as to suich value, whereby is imposed iipon
tbe carrier responsibility beyond what it is bounti
to assumne in consideration of the- ordinary fare
cbarged for the- transportation of the- person.

In absence of legislation, or special regulations
hy tbe carrier, or of conduct by the passenger
misleading the carrier as to value of baggage, the
failure of tbe passenger, nnasked, to di8close the
value of bis baggage is not, in iteîf, a fraud upon
the carrier.

To the extent that articles carried hy a passen-
ger for bis personal use wben travelling exceed
in quantity and value such as are ordina-ily or
usually carried by passengers of like station andi
pursuing like journeys, tht-y are not haggage for
whicb the- carrier, by general law, is responsible
as ieurt-r. 6

Whetber a passenger bas carrieti sncb an ex-
cees of baggage is not a pure question of law for
tbe sole or final deterxnination of the court, but a
question of fact for the jury, under proper giiid-
ance as to the law of tbe case, and its deterinia-
tion (if the- facts-no error of law appeaing,-is
flot subject to re-examinationiin this court.

OBITUARY.

Tht- light Hon. Sir William Erle, ft>rnierly
Chief Justice of the Court of Cocomon Pleas, dieti

on Wednesday, the. 28th uit., after a few daye'
iness, at hie residence, Bramshott Grange, near

Liphook, Hampshire. Having long outlived his,
successor, Sir William Boviti, hie bas passed away
at the age of eighty-seven, having thus corne
near to the longevity of such lawyers as Lord
Brougham, Lord Lyndhurst, and Lord St. Leo-
nards. Sir William Erle was born in the year
1793, and wau the third @on of the late Rev.
Christopher Erle, of Gillingham, Dorsetghire, by
Margaret, daughter of Mr. Thomas Bowles, of
Shaftesbury, in the same county, a relative of the
late entinent pot-t, the Re v. William Lisle Bowles.
H1e was educated at Winchester College, from
whicb hie passed with a fellowship to New Col-
lege, Oxford, wvhere he graduated in due course,
but flot in bonours, being a member of a college
at that time privileged. lie took bis degree of
Bachelor of Civil Law in 1818, and in tbe fol-
lowing year was called to the bar at tbe Middler
Temple, andi joineti the Western Circuit, on wbich
hie rose to distinctioit. He obtained a silk gown
from Lord Broughiam in 1834, and at the general
election of 1837 hie entered the Huse of Com-
mnons as one of the members for tbe City of Ox-
ford, having succeeded, af ter a severe contest, to
the seat forinerly held by Mr. Hugheis-Hughes. IBe
did not, however, hold a seat for Oxford beyond
one Parliament, for ini 1841 bie declined to seek
re-election. In 1845 bie was pronioted-not by
bis own party, but by Lord Lyndhurst -to a
pusine judgeship of the Court of ComiflOn Pleas,
in the rooin of Mr. Justice Manie. In the fol-
lowing year bie was transferred to the Court of
Queen's Bench, on wbich bie held a seat down to
1859, whien the promotion of Sir Alexander Cock-
burn placeti at the disposai of the Ministry the
chic-f judg-esbip of the Common Pleas. In botb
Courts he gained a reputation of a very high
class, andl will be remnembered as a sotind lawyer
and able expositor of the law, as well as an acute,
l)ainstakiog and conscientions jtxdge. Since bis
retirement froiu the bencli, which took place in
1866, Sir William Erle bas lived the life of a
country gentleman and a resident landlord on bis
estate at Bramshott, in tbe pictures3que neigh-
bourhood of Lipbook andi Haslemlere. Here bie
M'as foremost in good and charitable works, sub-
4cribing largely to the erection of churches,
schools, and parsonages. Sir William Erle re-
ceived the honc-ur of knighthood on bis elevation
to the bench. H1e was sworni a Priv' ('ouncillor
in 1859. He~ marrieti, in 1834, Amelia, daugbter
of the late Rev. Dr. Williains, Warden of New
College, Oxford.
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