I
E é
it
. ||l
18
5 b 3
1
&
't

308 CANADA LAW JOURNAL.

If such be our purpose then may we say to our Jerusalem, Canada,
““thou shalt be buill, ind to its temple thy foundations shall he
laid.”

Then, members of the Canadian Bar Association, let us
pursue steadfastly along the pathway marked out for us the pur-
poses expressed in our constitution, though it may call for some
effort and some little sacrifice, not to be compared with thuat given
by our gallant brothers who are fighting and falling for us on
Flanders fields.

*‘Shall we not be one race
Establishing and welding our aation?
Is not our country too broad for the schisms that wreck petty
lands?
Yet we shall join in our might and keep sacred and pure
federation;

Shonlder to shoulder arrayed,
Heart bound to heart, hand to hand.”

JUDICIAL AMENITIES.

““His will was so simple and plain that eren a judge could
hardly stumble over his meaning:"” per Meredith, C.J.C'.P., 35
.L.R. 270.

“Giving full effect to Lord Cranworth’s doctrine which the
1asjority of the Supreme Court of Canada in the Adams will
case adopted and aftempted to act upon, wmy finding must be
against the defendant:” per Meredith, C.J.C.P., Ib. p. 275,

How successful the attempt of the Supreme Court of Canada
to act on the case was, appears by the following passage:—“So
too it is difficult for one to understand why in the Adams will
case f the onus of proof rested on the beneficiary because of the
manner in which the will was obtained, the dictum of Lord
Cranworth before mentioned was not applied to him. instead
of to those who were opposing the will:” Ib. p. 276.




