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was a conspiracy duriug the existence of the
partnership tu dIo sonaethiiag whioh, upon is
taking effect, would bo illegal in cxery sense of
lIa" word ; nd assuming for rhe present purpose
that no action would have heen tarought, there
would rertainly have been an equitahie remedy
on the dissolution of the partnership. 1 think
that the faels of this case being it within the
lirinciple of the anîhorities wLich have decided
thut an oct not ernalainl one person acting
nlunc, rnuy hucoase 'so if carried out hy two or
moro uctiiig in combiuation.

Convictfo 7ffl1aa27.d

C0 5 IMON PLEAS.

TanE GREA WEîVSTENo R acWAs Y CO., Ap4peU ailla;
TAL fY Weepodeot.

A p-i, 'a 'Pr ii th, C. Wý .Jia'ta f'rm lit alt--hai te
R ad 1, tou', is , uiýti ,iautý !,b ùoto cIs cail ailla
tui at Srrw odan, iiý bp uc ttc iai !nor )riirlaineiit,
lahfil ta id Ilala rm igu, sud continced his jouria'y
il a ' c a aiia"e. Wia ýL tb trai a rru d lu London,
the ru wsaeuas a' outd lu thi. etrla'e i wLih i t
li b ,n ffaced at Chelteniuin, but it haci beel eut

îpci, and thce aittcit' ai re geine.
u s a u1n b, thnt pa ocaî"er caau t he ('oinaiy for flic

tile ne, el cf ie art'arles, the Jtury k und tlut tiLeve lia
la i ,,t' cse ona ie silaiuhLif"a paît, but net oui t ut

frelb il taaerl iabay of flue ruaaap aup sica s, tir r
tne unas îialaic a, iidil, cd by tiie imlia c ondittiona
tu at 1 e 1senges'rs bhould use r, asoable, cure, and tiat
'as thie i ;s cas due ta lai îîcglect alusat, the verdict wias
tu bce aturcd for th, tcoipauy.

[C. P., 19 W. Rl. 154.]

Tis was an appeal fient the ju Igosen of the
Counsaiy Cuurt. Tue action was tried in the
Masiebovuie Ceuuly Court on the th cf Ociaiher,
]869, and ai verdict was gîveu for the respondeait
"cr C]63 113. A new trial was suhceqaaeîtly
graaaatcd, and such now tral cause ou for heàrana'
on the let of Decccrber, 1869, hefore the dcputy
judne and c jury.

TIse îulliciug la a statemeut cf tise parliculars
cf claimr . -For' tiat the dlefenduils were ecarriers
of p'acscngc'rsand Iheir leogage from Cheltenian
to Rleading, aund tiat thei defendants, on the 27th
day of \lsrch, A.D. 1868, pronuised for reward
paaitl to thent hy the petitiener in that h'half, tu
carry tise petitioner aud hie lulgage aafely and
seeni cly fa cm Cheltenhsa te !Reading, yet the
tlefeudants did not se convey the petitioner's
lugïpagc saifely aud securely, but entirely made
deftult lu se duing, wherehy the petitioner was
depa'ivedl of the said luggage, and was put to
mniah trouhle and expense lu eudcavouring to
cliluin the same, and in providing other geods in
the place of the said luggage, and the petitioner
cdai ins £18.

At the trial of the action tlac following facts
wero proved :-The respondent (the pelilioner
iu the eounty court action) on the 26t5 of March,
toole an ordinary faral-cisass returu ticket fremr
Readinsg to Cheltenham and hack. Reading is a
station on the Great Western original main hune,
as aalhorised te be construceed by an Act cf
Parliament (5 & 6 IVill. 4, o. 107), and Chelten-
hem. is ao a station belonging te tOc Great
Western Railway Company, and the railway from
Chelteuhans te Swindon (on the main line) was

aîsthorised te lie constructed hy 6 IVill. 4, c. 77.
The rcapondent, in time for the 6.50 train oni
the 27th of March, weot te the Chelteuhn sta-
lion, and on arriving et the station he iaîded
his portmauteiu te tOe gugrd and got int a
first-clasa carniage, and the guaird placeci the
porîniantean undcr tOc seat cf tue Parriage.
Pýaintiff tre.vellcd Pafely with bis portuîia'teau
te Swindon, and on arriving ett liat station, lie
got ont for the purpuce cf taking sotue refresh-
ment, toma minutes hceg the time allîowsel hy the
coîupuny's printed regulalions l'or thats paît pase.
Four oîher pascengers laad travelled in the saine
est nage ilîl tOc petiticiner, who ail got ont at
thie surne tame for o lake purpose.

Tue resjaoradont wal. away for nicarly ten
minutes at the refreshmeuc room, a2ud on hia
relmiru te the platform he was unehe to fiud the
carniage, which, wiîh alli t iraIciss carliagua
tisaI came frons Cheltelaham, had, iu his absene,
sund withonc intmaîation te hlm, heen siiuuted un
le the main liino, as carniages u8ually are at
Swindon station. It was aworn hy thse laaleiff
fliat, upon making immediate inquiries cf tl.e
guard, Sie was iuformed that the carrnage lie had
cccupied was net going on, and Ihat lais lgag
laadl been removed loto tIse van. Hoe ft h r
alleged fliat lie ccastiiaued te remonsîrate witli
the guard, anti cventually, laaving delayc'd flic
traita sonie minutes, emaiered aotlier carriagc.

Vale, 15e guard from Clîeltenham te Si'inýlun,
denieti the plaintiffs statensent thatl Se la in l-
formeti hlm the carnaige was flot goiaag ota, andc
bis luggagc was removedl mbt thc van. Hto swurc
chat wetc apokern te by the plaintitf uaut the
bass, ho poinled te the carniage in v lia the
portanneau wos, the doors cf wlaieh were not
locked.

Tue plaintiff did not recoacuise thc c'arrimce as
the one li ac Ssiir velledJ ias, muid tOi' gai i diti
nul go wiîh the pîtaintiff ce whcrc it ufusti,
hecause Lc feairef iii trcatinent froni saria, cf tOc
puaaemagars. who haud lravelludi te Swaaain
soane of the s1ilauteci cîccriagcea. Tise gauard
further -proved that the carriages SaS hean
saîteti hy eue of the ce'uapany'aI servanut', tr at
called et the trial, aud thaf no extra a 'raluts
had hecat eaploycd et tOc station ou tOit tillt,
in coneequence of wiuleS (it Seing ii fu1l train
returning frona Chellenîsui races) the ta talai was
delayeci ton minutes heyouti ifs ps'ag r lianie
there ;and that ha told Mr. Talley fao cf the
rarrisges were not gaing onata r Londoan.

Ail thc fia'st-clacs catrna-ges luy the train lu
question, except cwe, wiaich taad joined tise train
from South Wales anS hai nlot couac front Cuel-
temihimt, 'nent up te Londona hy the s'oine train as
respondeut quitted aI Reading, andt cm' aaaiving
lu London the portrmoutean secs founil hy Far-
quharson, t5e guard, seho joined.15e train et 'lu l-
don, in Vale's place, and who proveti fiais ng it
lu eue of the carrnages front Cheltematn S'buI il
lied, however, been cut open, and the fol'iasing
portion of ils coutents îad heen ah trnete 1:
Fiold-glstss, £7; spurs. £1 ; evereoat, £3 ýsun-
dries, ifis ;hboks, 1 Os, pertraanteau, 1 5e
money, £8 lOs. nsmaking a total of £ 16 10s.
leaviug a pair of hursting-hoots 'sud otlai'a articles
alaich, with tOc purtrnantcuu, seere duly rottiaued
te tihe plaintiff.

At the condlcluin cf flac responderit's case, flic
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