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mjent,' in whieh, however angry the House of Commons might bc
%vith the persons who had ad-vised the mneasure and whom, as

appears from tbeir resolutions, they voted to be 'enemicas f0

Their Majesties and the kingdom,' nobody preumeid to ques-
tion 'the right' of doinig it, and the re'presentation drawn ;-p on

that occasion puts this mnatter upon the proper and canstitutional
gr,)und in praying His Majesty 'that for the future he will be

graCîously pleased f0 listen to, the voice of Parliament anti fot
to ffhe secret advice of partieular persongi who mayx have private
intcrests of their own separate from the true int'-ýrest of thé

Kýing and the people.'

DUTY 0F TIIAVELLER ON IIIGHWVAY WHEN
APPROACHIN<; RAILROAD CROSSLX G.

Tiie law on this subject as found in thec courts of the
United States appears ia the following article eopied fromn Case
inld Commnent for July. The authorities are given there in foot-

Thedealv rae cossng i- doubtcs-qb with usfor

mnany years ta corne, even on thc more important linos of rail-
i-oad. so that, unfortunatcly, it xviii be a long tirne befare the

iiimiicrolis decisions r"lativc ta the respective rights and duties of
î-ailroad eonipaies ind highway travellers towardl each other
will ho out of date.

The incquality of the confliet Iwtween a train and( an ordîn- Ài
ai-y rond vehicie or pedestrian xvhcn bath attempt to oecupy lhe

mine place at the saine tiînie wouId sccm te be sufficient ta irn-
press upon those albout to eross railroadm xvith the xieeo'ssity for
extrenie caution, but, judging f rom the rurnfrous cases invalving
such a Ptate of facts, crossing a railroad i8 anc bituation where

seit-preservation ceases to be the first law of nature. j
The admionition so eo-nmainly seen, and1 scîdoin rcgarded in it.;

entirety, ta ''stop, look and listen,'' hr.s saie support in aw,

thaugh but fcw eases insist uj'on the <bing of all three things 1


