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TRAVELLING BY RArL-TIuE SUP1REME COURT OF JUDICATURE BILa.

which the cenductor, in lis discretien,
Inay thinli best. In this case the night was
darli and cloudy, but from the place where
the ejected man was left the iights of thc
hast station w'ere cleariy visible, se the Court
considered that the defendants' servants
had net oxceeded their anthority: (Ibid .

Although a company may, as a general
raie, make and enforce proper regulations
on ail passengers usîng tlheir railway, stili
they cannot do se agaînst a party who, in
goed faith and in ignorance of their reguha-
tiens, lias made a contract with eue of the
cempany's dulyauthorizod agents; in-which
contract there lias been ne notice of, or refe-
ronce te, the existence of some such regula-
tion, whidh would have modified thc ternis
or conditions of the contraet (JfChilds v.
Great Western R. W., 6. U. C. C. P. 291.

It appoars that eue may pay bis fare, te
one place, and yet may beave the cars at
any intermediate place where the train
stops, although the fare te the latter place
may be greater than it is te the former:
The Queen v. Frere, 4 jE. & B. 598, ana

M o ev. M etrpolituiî R. W ., 8 Q. B.' 36.«
The rule lias been laid down that a

passenger, wlio purebases a ticket for a
distant station and gets off temperarily,
and witliout notice, invitation or objection
while it is stoppiag at an intermediate
station, does ne illegal act; but for the
time, hoe surrenders his place and rights
as 4 passenger on the train, befere it starts;
and the officors of the railway are bound
te give reasonable noticeof tlie starting
of the train: State v. Grand Trunk R.
R. Co., 4 Am. Rep. 258, 58 Me. 176.

In case of flghting or disorder in the
cars, the conductor must do ail lie can te
quelli it. If necessary, ho should stop
the train, eall te lis aid the ongineer, fire-
man, ail the brakesmen auJ. willing pass-
engers, lead the way hinisef-liko some
valiant Knight of oid-and expel the
offenclers, or else demonstrate by an earu-
est experiment that the undertaking- is
impossible: Pit1sburfl, Fort Wayne e'
C. R. W. v. Hinds, 7 Amn. Rieg. 14.

SELECTIONS.

THE SUPREME COURT 0F J UDr.
OjITURE BILL.

On the motion for the second reading
of this Bill, Lord liatheriey expressed his
entire concurrence in its essential, provi-
sions from beginning to end, and his great
satisfaction at seeing, such a meas are
in the very able hands of the Lord
Chancelier, lie believed no one would
deny that the time had arrivedl to
take decided steps -with respect to the
entire systemn of judicature, divided, as it
now was, between the separate tribanals
of common Iaw and equity, and by the
present Bill the epportunity was afforded
of having a cause decided withiout suitors
being bandied froin one court te another,
ln fornsing thIl "divisions " of thc court
care should be talion hereafter te prevent
any division being composei of persons of
one sort of legal training, so that thero
shouki be gradually infused throngliont
the whele body ef judges a fieeling ini
faveur of joint administration. It was
important that the first part of the Bill
should be tried without delay, but the
appellate part of the moasure was open te
moire discussien. It was desirable in the
iuterests ef thc suitors that a single Ap-
pellate Court should be formed, sitting
during the whoeoef the judicial yoar, and
giving satisfaction by its uniferm, resuits.
-Lord Chelmsford rogarded the Bili as a
great and comprohiensive scheme, calculat-
cd te cifeet a vdst iraprovernent in eur
judicature. lie did. net sec, howover,
that thore ceuld be ceniplete fusion of
e4 uitable and cemmon iaw jurisdictiens
se long as by the formation ef "divisions"
the eid ceurts weuld be revived under a
new naine. lc thouglit tiuejudges shïuuld
be interchangeable between thI "divi-
siens," and sheuid have a joint jurisdic-
tien. Witli regard te the appellate juris-
diction ef the l[ieuse ef Lords, ho had
long been of opinion that on accounlt of
its precarieus cliaracter, it would be impos-
sible, te retain it if a botter tribunal conld
bc established, and the tribunal preposed
by the Bull was, iii his opinion, infinitely
preferable, theugli lie regretted that the
appeals freni Scotland and Ireiand were te
be excluded from the new Appellate Court,
fer it was desirable that ene great and
permanent Court of Appeal should be os-


