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LYABIt.ITY OP CITY F~OR NEGLI01NT.F1RubiA-The recent naeof G.l~i
v. Liîneoln, 5;a NIW.- Xepi .&xdecided by -e'Qpen Court et NobrWÀÀ:-ý
shoutd be read in cônifection with tha -of IJodge v. Graegor (RJ.). Cent.4
49 In thm N-ebrixka cas it was béld that a city is not 11able at comrnon law
for the negligmnt a-ts, of the nmembers, of Itg liîre dépattiïiÏi.. lài th-at ca'tse,
plaintiff's intestate wvab struck and killed by a ladder magon or truek o tiib
to;th-e -fire dcpartment- if- thc dýfteiiiLnt cÂity t1hrdug the neg igence of' the
driver thereof, a member of said departrnent, while driving along one of the
streets of the city for the purpose of' exercisirg a team of lormes belonging to the
departnient.

After a reviecw of the authorities, it W'as held that the city was not liable. '

Upon the general 2ub-ject of the lHability of cities for inýjurie's by a ire department,
sue note tb above case Ili 35 Cent. L.J. 5o.

CRiTiciÇNG t: Drx-s.-Mr. Thornas J3even, a junior barrister, thus discusses.
the judgments of the House of Lords ini Sinith v. Baker in a recent nurnber of thé
Lazv Quarter/y Rev'iew. The judgments in that case in the Lords, he says, c,n-
tain Ila wealth of unnecessary dicta." IlLord Herschiell's suggestions iLout

Toasv. Quarlermaine appear to be altogether apart frornl any point raised in k

the case." IIThere runs through ail the opinions, excepting Lord Bramwell".8
andi Lord Morris', a generalit. of expression applicable possibly to any cIse, or
Mnay be to no case." IlA proposition " (of Lord Flersoheli) Ilof enornious extent
is advanced, and without the faintest atternpt to define its application.", " The
Lord Chancellor, in bis jutigment, bas-perhaps un fort unately.-introd Oced a
nev ainbiguous expression . .consented to take the risk u 'pon himself.,'" Inu
either view, the Lord Chancellor's priaeiple is unnecessary." IlLord Brani-
well . . .the paradoxical expression in which he indulged." Finally, IlWhat
an immrense and imrparable loss the House of Lords suflered when Lord Cairus
#êeased ta attend and mnoutd. its judicial. deliberations."

JVnICIAL SENTENCiS.-It is àery difficuit to cotnprehend the reasons which
guide sorte judges in the infliction of penalties. Some titne ago a ruffan nanied
Baker was indicted before Mr. justice Hawkins for félonious killing. The pris.
oner was driving his horse and cart at a rRpid pace along a road where a num-
ber of people were standing. Instead of slackening hîs pace lie drove through
the crowd, and the shaft of bis cart knocked dowvn a bystander, froui which
injury he, thé byt'ander, died ln a few hours. Tfhe prisoner, when totd duit he
killed the mani, said: IlAnd a good job. toc. V/bat business hati he ta be there?"
Thé learned judge, ini aumming up, stateti (as of course everybody knew) thlit
people had a right to malk over the road, and wvere not to be driven over reck-
lessIy merély becanse they happened to be there. The question leff to the jury
war. whether the prisoner %vas drivîeg recklessly and without reasonatle care.
The jury hâviftg foand--the primoer guilty of manàlaughter, the learn;d. judg
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