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v. Bpa,8 C. B. ri 15, and A rmstrong, v. Lancashtire & Yorkshire Raiwa.y Corn-
pany, L. R. 10 Ex. 47. The theory that a passenger upon a public conveyance
becomes so far identified with the owvner and his servants that if any injury
resuits from their negligence he must be considered. a party to it, is now com-
pletely exploded.

PRAcrîcEt-! MPR!SONIFNT F'OR St'-JNIIiE IIMONS-ORI)ER FOR COMMLTIMENT
OF D)EBTOR - DIOR'ACT, 1869 (32 &33 VICT. C. 62), s. 5. (R, S. 0. C. 51, S. 240).

lIn Stoner v. Fow/e, 13 App. Cas. 2o, the Ilouse of Lords reversed the
decision af the Court of Appeal reported as Reg. v. jùiý«' of B'romptait Gout«v
Couîrt, 18 Q. B, D. 213. Judgmnent %vas recovered lin a count), court and an ordel
mati~e for the paymrent of £,20. Default having been made in paynicnt, a judg-
ment summons wvas taken out, and the judge having heard cvidence and being
satisficd as to the defenidaxit's nicans, mnade anl order ta commit Ilm for te 1 days

Ïý- but directed that the warrant be suspended if the debtor paid instaînients af £4
a month, the firnt pay'ment ta bc mnade in fouirteen days. It %vas held by their
Lordships that the order xvas in reality ail order for coiniitinent ili respect of
the past defauit lin paynîent of thit' £2o, anîd tiat an anticipatory order for cam-
mitment in respect of any future default, aîîd that being so, the order wvas valid
under the Debtors' Act, 1869, (32 and 33 Vict. c. 62), s. ,(ceR. S. 0. c. 5

r S. 240).

RAÎ.W.xV COMPIANY--CONMON CARRIERS - P.ASSEN(;:RSý H.N-.~OO- FlIVTa

PORTER-N l.;l.I;1GNCE.

Thé, Gr-eat 1 l'esterit A-aitzc'aj Lman Buncli, 13 Àpp. Cas. 3 1, is an in-
stance of the pertinacious way in which railway conipanies are prone to litigate

cases The ole aus io action wvas the loss by Mrs. Bunch ai her Gladstone
bag, which she left iii charge of a railway porter at a station for a few minutes
whilc she Nvent ta mecet lier husband and get her ticket for a train about ta start.
Ten minute., afterwards shie returned ta the platfori-, and the Gladstone bag had
disappeared. The Court of Appeal lîeld tht; railway coinpany hiable ( 7 Q. B.
D, 2 1), and the House ai Lards affirmed the decision. M rs. Buncli may con-
gratulate herseif that her protracted lam, suit has had a more successfül issue than

did that ai Mr. jackson (3 App. Cas. 193), wiho lost not anlv: his thumb, but
his case as wvell, with ail the enormous costs it must have involved ; had alU the
learned law lords, howeý,r, been of t1he samle opinion as Lord Braniwell, Mrs.
Bunch mnight have been in a sîmilar position ta Mr. Jackson.

INFANT-MARRIED WOMAN-POSi' NUPTIAL.STIMN I NA 'rs l STri.bm NT Acr
(R. S. 0. c 44, s. 32).

Sealon v. Seatoti, 13 App. Cas. 61, is a case which was known lin the courts
below as Buckrnaster v. Ruckmnaster, lin which the Court of Appeal (35 Chy. D.
21), hield that neither the sanction of the court nor the effect of the Infants' Set~
tientent Act (R. S. 0. c. 44, s. 32), could make a post nuptial setlement of the
wife's reversionary interest lin personalty binding on her, and that no acts of ac-


