
bas Camte inTto Ilis îîossesbion. Vowoderstyeomin icIîsthe L.ord Chaîncellor, Lordé; Sr. Loonards and
tii plan ta oui' youngcr professioral readersq, aîîd ivould urge lCint"sdoçl liBacbrWleanWlimsJ.
thrni to adopt it. Ifthe habit '.vcre once Iiîriiied, it %vouîld lie Agaiîst its lîi'ing sueli It churge, %vere the Lords Justices,
as difficuit to break througb it, xis it wouid bl for one who Erle, C.J. and Wiglîîman. J., Lords Cranwortb and Wensley-
growin gray in louse and citreless buminess etnduct, to acquire dlale, and Pollock, C.B., Wilde, B., and Byles, J.-Lto TMacs.
titis Precious habit of accuracy aîîd caro iii relation tu tbc piro-
perty of clients.

1%e- inculcat- tire inot rigid and iron exactntesq in the ad- TIIE. CONFESSIONAL.
ministration c property Ébiat cornes tayoit professioniilly, îînd (PFrom4 the Jurât.)
i8 not your own. You owe it, prinîarily, tu yourself; you owe At theSrn sii o uhm nte rsn ersecondarily, ta the profesbion 'ou -are a nîewiber of. Tit e pigAS?.sc obni nteposn erpuato oftewol 3cs arose nr.îlving a moot and rather difficuit point in theputtin oth ~vîobdy of litrycrsqtffers wirî thatof every 1~of evidence, .%riieli as attraeîed conqiderable attention,
brother. That word "IclLr"s often used in aur publie 1 and giron risc ta ai bill in Parliianient iiy Sur G. l3owyer. WVeintercourse, bans great, signiflcanco in this e'încxion. WVe are ulludo te trne t.ise cf Reg. v. Jlay, where tho question arose asmembers cf one family-our bretlîcr's sins are surely visitcdl ta îvbctlir, and how fur', a Romlan Catholic clergyman is
upon our hcad. Contidence in îany ortq once iuîpairod, faitdi nrivile.'ed front beineg comipelled te disclose, ia a court cfln the integrity nnd honer cf or brotherhoad is invaiabnlly 1.u8tice, niatters conîfided ta bil uy at poîlitont in confession.

sbakn-bwevrslihtl, sill hakti.'lli utirnosî sedultous- *lt iras s:îid nt tlîe tinie tîrat, Hill, J., denied the existence ofness and partieularity ln guardiîîg others' properry ca net-Cr the privilege, and coninitted tie priost fur coatempt cf Courtlie useless, or ivithout its good effeet ; for as the habit of look- for refusing te niake tic disclosure. A report cf the case biasing carelcssly and callously upon your clienî's moaoy-of nwperdl u eetyphihdpr fte1ect
makin- use cf it irben there cannot lie the possibility cf aofNes. str-Filon(Rqv.Hy2Fs.&F.I)
deulit that every fartbiag cf it will be returned-ofuen MailscfMsr.ote Fiao,(Rq.vHa.2Ft.&.4)
ln the end, under pcculiarly tempting cireuinstincos, 7 .hicb pots tue niatter in a very differeat, liglit, and the reparttire ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ t fraud, soteaieixrmecsodo il1 accomnpanied by a learaed note by the latter gentleman.tirefrad, a te alie exrem ofconuctwil enendcr a The case is as fehloivsetreng and reolute moral purpose whieh ne temptation, h10'.- William lay vras indicted for stealing a match. An in-
te ernaowru cf l e bet dcstrcy ar affect. Thus calyi specter cf police stated, tÉbat frei information lie received lietir rearkofTennyson truc, tÉbat mnan il "master ofliirjate. went te the bouse cf tic Rer. Johin Kelly, a Roman Catholie
-ront the Philadeiphia Legal Inellgeer. pricat, frein wm lie receivod a match, -whieb the prosecutor

identifled as lus. The Rer. 'Mir. Kelly was thon called, and
LEGAL COÀ'.FLICT. olîjected te take tic eath, saying, "IAs a minister of the Cath-

Mlany have been the attcmpts cf ingeniou.s conrcyncers te elle Cbiureh, I abject te the part that states thatl shall tell the
evade the Mortnîaia Act; but all have failed, because thie wlîcle tr-uti." I1111, J., said-" The moaning cf the Cath la
courts bave pcraistcd in censtruing the laie according to itB tîis : it is the whole truth tonchiing the trial wbich you are
spirit and intention, and net by tic strict botter. Tite latest askred-wlîiclî yeu legitimately, acccrding to law, can lie asked.
endeavour will lie found la a case cf ý.xtrCnîe importance and If anything la asked cf yeu in the wituess-bos which the law
interest, Je erier v. Alexcander, 2 L. T. Rep. N.S. 748, in whiel says ouglit net be asked, yen would lie entitled te say, 'I 1eb-
the II. cf e. once more rescued tice law front defeat. The ject ta answer that question,' and the law would sustain the
attempt was extrenicly ingonicos. The dollar excuted an el1jection. Yau can, tîcrefore, have no objection, as a loyal
ladenture purportiag te bo made between limacif and cc'rtain subjeet, an.d la duty te the lama cf tho country, te ansmer the
trustees, irbo, however did not kncw cf it, or cf tlue existence wiiole trutlî touching the case whîcl înay lie bawfully asked.
of thîe deed untit afîcr i's death. Thie dced, irhicli mas net Tiierefore yoa iiuet bu iyri." Tte mitneas mas thon amorn,
enrolled as required by tire Mortauain Act, and contained ne and deposcdl tbat he reeeirod the match pradoced ; and on
powror of rerecation, witacssed Ébat B3. covenanted tbat bus hecin-, askcd freint %rhuom, answorcd, I recoived it in conuex-
oxecuters sauld, <rhm tîrebre mîoatbs lifter ]lis death, sub- ion witit tue confessional."
jeot te )lis delits and te any legacies and annuities givon or te Pis ]od4i."oitî are not tzskdalpreseni Io dicse an-
bo givon by any will or dccd of the cavrenanter, invest £60,000, il/dîîg sta(ed Io ,;oin th e -es a you are askod a simple
and pay the annual procceds for the beiîuof cf certain puer flîct-froni hini did you receive that match ivbich yeu gave te
porsoas. The legacios aiid dolits more of trifiing amouat, and Élie policeman ?»
the bulk cf the a.sseta coiisisted ctf muirîga«cs cf frecicld. and Tlïîcs- Tite reply te that question wculd implicate the
copyhold iand, %iliehi formîîd flic oily fond out of wicli tic person ivhe ave nie the %iucli ; iierofore 1 cannot onswor it.
£60,000 coubd ho ;îaid. Titis docd lie h-ept ii lus own IF I ansvureo ut, nîy suspension for bifé mould bc the necessary
po sen until lus deatii. consecînonce. I shîould ho violating thec lamrs of the cburch, as

Tequesti on tras, w.hetlîcr this coastituted a charge pay- ivcli as the natural lamas."
able upotî tire chattes roui of the covonantoi', thore beiîîg no .l Lordehile.- I ]lave alroady toid yoo plainly I cannot
otlier assets Frontî îrlicii payaient ceîîld lic izide? enter intotthis question. Al Icati suy u, you-are beund taan-

Tite difficulty cf îhe questionl tiios raised rnay bo gathîered s'.rcr, ' Freint whem did you reccive thât match ?' On the
from tue division cf opinion ztnuong ic judgcs. "J'ie case w.as grcund I havo staîed te yeo, you arc îuot askcd Io disclose anyp
first houard by the M. Rt., vibo bield it te bc a, fift of iticUln- IN119 tMai a Penitclît MaY harc fflid 10 YOU ai the csf.roul
hrances affccting the re.ilty. But the Lords Justices. andl Tîtat yau are net asked te diclose; but you are aslced to dis-
Erle and Wightmn, JJ., -%vit h:îd licea calhed la te tueuir close front wliom you rccieird staien property. Do yuu an-
nid, rcrcrscd titis dodi,îa(i. In the Ilouseo f Lords the çlties,- syeru it, ci' do vou net?2"
tion iras tîrice argitei ; tho l:îwv lords prosent oit tue flrst "Witness saiglerul eîdnt a ndugcdge t
occasionlîiîaving becti eqtiîully divided. Oit tue second licariîg, o <f coatcaîpt of Court, and ccmtiiiîîed accrdingl.
six of tlîe commuin latw judgce % er0 presci, and ivre lîikoise Prerlous ta tItis case it iras the cemmon opinion that a cen-
cquully divided ; but cf Uthe five lI.t% lords prezcat tlîrce wrore fussiona te a Clergyman of any deonnation was notpririieýed
ef opinion tîtat it iras a charge upon the rcalty, and it iras frein disclesuro ; for w.hiich sevoral cases wore usually rc]ied
ultinîateiy se dotermncfi, exliihiting mcst remarkable ceîîflict on, cspecially Jk.z v. GlVîani, (1 3Ico. C. C. 186), which ve
cf on. cannot hielp thinking lias been mucli misunderstocd. With

For its being a charge lîpon the reulty, meoe tie Mlaster of respect te Roman Cathlîcic clergymen la particular, the right
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