
IlWhen no rate is fixed by law tise carrier
is entitled to, say on whist terrns he Nvil
carry; he is not obliged ta take every.
thing which is brought to, his warehouse,
unless the terms on whi,ýh he chooses ta
undertake the risk are complied with by
the persan who employs hirn." And a
nonsuit wvas accardingly entered.

This decision merely relates ta the duty
of the shipper as regards payment of the
carrier's charges. It was riot contended
that il the charges had been paid the de.
fendant would net have been liable.

5) The next case relied on in Hai;iiltion
v*. The, G. 7'. A. is Hiarris v. Packu'ood, 3
Taunt. 264, decided in i8xo. The notice
relied upon by the defendant was that he
would net be accountable for anx' pack-
age whatsoever above the value of £C20,

tinless entered, and an insirance paid aver
and above the price charged for carniage,
according ta thecir v'alue. The parcel in
question wa!; nwrth £126, but %vas not
entered nior was *any insurance paid. The
ceurt held that irs the absence of proof of
e\press negligence the plaintiff could not
recover.

These seeiin ta be the authonities .pon
%vhich tise decision in Ha-la, on v. Thse G.
T. R. is basedl, accarding ta, the report.
There are several other cases referred ta,
but as they bear against the decision, I
shail quate themn iii their appropriate con-
nection. Thc above cases at most appear
ie decide that prior te, tbe Carriers Act,
carriers wvere permitted, hy notice brought
home to tise shipper, to qualify, their conm-
rson law liability ta a certain reasonable
extent, and no doubt the cases referred ta
in Hamilton v. 'The G. 7'. RI, were the
strongrqt whicli could be found.

But ini none of these did the carrier,
when paid his zeasonable charges for car-
riage, attempt ta, contract hirn.self out of
liability for tise negligence of himself or
hi& servants. Such an encrcacisment
upon the comimon law woald not have

been tolerated as will appear, 1 thinl,
clearly, from the authorities ta which
arn about to refer.

tTo bc cniî'.

RECEN1 ENGLISH DLiCISIONS.

'1he july numbers of the Lawe Reports comn-
prise 17 9. B. D., PP. 137-309 ; i i P. D., pp.
69-76; and 32 Chy. D., pp. 245-3981
MTInRIE2, WOMAN--JUDGMFtNT ÂOMINBT MAftUIED WOUA>

-ERi'RTAÂNi 0O1 AN<TICIPATION.

Taking Up the cases in the Queen's l3ench
Divi*ion, the fi.st to be neticed is Drayeoit v.
11arris0tn, 17 Q. 1B. D. 147, whicb is deserving
of attention, bath in regard to the point of
practice involv'ed, but alste for the light it
throws on the effect of the Miarried Wornen's
Property Act of 1882, frOnI which otir Act of
1884 %vas taken. A judgient had been ob-
tained against a mnarried %voman %vhicb, how.
e-er, contained the special clause, Ilbut that
the oxecution hiereon be liixnited te the separate
property of the baid defendant net subject to
any restreint on anticipation (tniess by reasor.
of th,- Married \Vomnen's Property Act, 82a,
such property or estate shall be liable ta ex-
ecution notwithstanding sncb restraint)." The
only separate property the defendant w~as en.
titled tce %vas an annuity of £i'8o, which was
snibject, by the termns of the will unuer whi.-h
it was payable, to a restraint against anticipa-
tion. After the receipt of sufficient instal-
monts of the annuity to have enabled the de.
fendant te satisfv the judgnient debt, the plain-
tiff applied to a Count: Court Judge, and ob-
tained an erder to cenl'iit b'er' te prisOn for 14
days for not paying the debt, having the ability
ta do so. FLoin this order the defendant ap-
pealed. The plaintiffs counisel contended
that there %vas no appeal, but the court, with-
out deciding that question, said that in order
ta save expense and have the real question
determine1 at once, it would rnould the motion
inta the forai of a rule fer a prohbition, whioh
would ho the appropriLte remedy, assumning
the judge had no jurisdiction to mako thse
order comaplained of. And on the monits the
court <Mathew and A. L. Srrith, JJ.,) set aside
the ordor, holding that thse section 5 of the>
Debtors Act, t869, under which it wai ptir-
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