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cr.illes cnnimitted by her ini the presence of or uinder the ce-
cion ef lier hushand, and to report w'vvhat changes are (lesirable.
The ternis of reference are sufficiently wide to enable the Coin-
nîittee to propose ameudinents of tht: law which ivill preclude
the defence of coecon w-here, in fvet, ir does not exist, and at
the saine tinie to proteet the woiran in those cases whiere the
marital influence is strong enough to negafive crimilnal in-
fvrit. -Law Times ( Eng.)

Th'Ie Editoi'.
Canadfa 1mw .TournaL.

Dear Sir:- lie Rule 248-Notice of Trial.
ule 248, "lau.e a requires thait ten d>tys' notice of trial

shail be given before entering an action for- trial, except iii
Toronto cases. 1 find differenees of opinon a-, to thec îneaning
of this îîîle. M% -)%%n interpretation is that it means that, before
entering ani action for trial, ai full ten days' notice of trial nutst
haive elapsüd. 1 have always aeted upon this in practice, but 1
flnd thaf, in flie counties of Bruce and Grey, a different practice
prevails and ai (ifferent interpr*tation is plaeed on the mile by
the Court officers, The marginal note iii lolinested uipholdm my
own view. as well as the notes on page 711, ln w'hich it is stated
thaf flie action may be entered ''after the lapse of ten daiys
f roin the giving of notice of tria!. '' Iractice should be anif orîn '
andil aparently the inatter has never been the subjeef of al
decson. A note in] the Canada 1Law Journal %voifl be interest-
i n, to a Initilnher of 111-atif inners.

Xouzrs trilly,
C., J. MICKItx

Clause (b> of I. '248 does îlot appear to us to require that
10 (las imuisf have elapsed after service of notice o? trial before
anl action can l)e entered for trial. The 10 days ini clause (a)
a nd the six dlaym in clause (c) of flie Rule we think mnay ruti
conieurrcntl.v. See Jiyfair Iièveslments v. Sonu'rs, 150) W'.N.
>f.-ED. .jJ

N

o -~
,~ Ù

'y

4" 'e-

'v ~ 4

5-

'~; "3

S' \

'c
A"

~ 's

~. ~ t

"i

4


