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t bis goods. The right of lien of an innkeeper depends upon the fact that the
onI# goods corne into bis possession in his character of innkeeper as belonging to a
'I'v guest'" His lordship also pointed out that the lien would attacli even if Mr.
44 Silber had stolen the goods, Few will deny the reasonableness of this decision,

~eW'and it is comforting to feel that, while married women are acquiring new rights,
b they are not able to shirk the correlative liabilities. It seems that in old dayà it

was even ù(,ubtfül whether the person of the guest could flot have been detained
wben the bill was flot paid, but there is now no doubt that this is flot the law
("Cross on Lien," P. 343). The innkeeper is liable, as we have stated, for the

et. safety of his guest's goods, but the relation of landlord and guest must be estab-
eca lished before the liability will be incurred. This is shewrî by the case of Strauss

n in v. The Cozenty Hotel and Wille Co1nPaI&Y, 53 Law J. Rep. Q.B., 25; L.R. 12 Q. B.
l0W, Div., 27. There the plaintiff arrived by train at Carlisle Station, and entrusted
!ing* bis luggage to a porter to be con\veyed to an hotel belonging to thip defendant
tow, Comnpany, where he intended to stay. A telegram which he received shortly after
ice, his ai rival rmade him change his mind, but lie took sorne refreshrnentj, on the

rh. waiter's suggestion, in the refresh ment room which forms part of the station,
ng- but belongs to. or, at ail events, is under the management of the defendants, and
rhe is diriectly conr'ected w'ith the hotel by a covered way. H-e had previously
re- directed the hotel porter to hock up bis luggage. Later on the same day the
ind plaint iff discovered that part of bis iuggage was lost, and he brought this action
bor to ruake the proprietors of the hotel hiable for it as innkeepers. " We do flot,"
~he. said the present Lord Chief justice, in deciding against the plaintiff, 1'at ail lay

5r. it down that no action would lie against the defendants as hailees if the hoss were
ber occasioned under such circumstances as would make them hiable. No sucli
flis question arises here, and what we decide is that there is no evidence here to
ffe establish the relationship of landlord and gnest, which is necessary in order to,
itel , make the defendants liable as innkeepers." Mr. justice Mathew referred ta the
it. plaintiff's contention that the relationship of landiord and guest had been estab-
n e, lished either with the porter at the station or with the waiter in the coffee-room,

as but hcld that there xvas no evidence of the relationship contended for.-Law

ro-,
iid, CHINESE COURTS.-The course of Amnerican politics, xve usuaàlly acknow-

>lu ledge, is like a stream flowing over shifting sands-liable to get a littie muddy
n: and somnetimes to change its channel ; but in coritrast to this we point to Our
h, courts of justice, apart from turmoil, inaccessible to -bribes, unswerved by. the

by stress of party conflict. The Chinese have studied thase courts, and though
they can hardly pretend 'to have mastered the mysteries of their intricate appara-

s. tus, it strîkes our critics that no system could be more skihfuliy designed for the
Purpose of defeating justice. A court consisis of three ehemnents-bench, bar,
alnd jury, the secon-d and third apparently serving no0 other ends than to prevent

h l~ aw and to screen the guilty. In China, where there is neither bar nor jury, the
..Ptocesses of haw are not only more expeditious, but as the Chinese assert, more
g rtain. In their eyes the jury is open to three objections. (r) while the weigh.


