
'a. ~ s, ~ Notes on Exdehnges and Lega Sca oo.

as ~A SIANDEIR SPOKEN IX A FOR<EIGN LANGUAG.-In the case of* ilcLead v,
~ve MlcLeod, tried at Sherbrooke, il the Province of Quebec, and rcported in Mhe
it Legai Nervs, the plaintiff had used language in speaking of tihe defendant which

wvas prime. facié slanderouis. It appearing, howevcr, that the words cornplained
-po -on- ipk'n- Galc, it was objected that, in&.uh qGalcisafocg

laniguage, it is flot sufficient to set forth the alleged slatider by nicans of an Eng-
~ce lish translation, but that the very words useci should bc set forth,'accompanied

se by a translation and evidence of its accuracy. The conclusion arrived at was
ce4f that whilo there was no Quebec case in point, the En'Iish and Arnerican authori- i

t-s undoubtedly sustained the objection. It did tiot appear that the dcfen4ant
al hiad used the wordis set forth in the declaration, but rather thât he used certain

other words which, wvhen translated into English, inay have the saine mcaning.
Tlhe action %%as accordingly imsd

RUAIT OF WA.- 1 1iUha/r v. jàrreit, in the Wisconsin Supreine Court, the
<lefendant had a righit of way over land bclonging te the plaintiff' This right

Y was based ont a dced gratiting *1casernent of travel and private road privîlege."
8 It~ was held that the( plaintiff lad a right te erect gates at each end of the way
e ~for the protection of his land, such gates being suiciently %vidie and convcniently

Il lung, and not intcrfering with the reasonable enjoyrnent by the defendant of lits
right of %vay.. The court thought it settlt i that, if the land-owner is not restrained

g by the terris of the grant of a right of way across lands used for agricultural
1purpo.4es, he may maintain fences acro.ss. .4uch w~a>', if provîded wvîth suitable

gates. It is a principle of law that nothing pasnes as ail inciden' te the grant of
anl easernent, but what is requýiIte te the fair cnjo)-metit of the privilege. The
reiaonable uxe and vinjoyrncnt of the way, the court rnaintaitied. is quite con-

* sistent with the right of the plaintiff te inaintain p-oper gates at the c dils of the

lanle for the protection of the land.

li.,v rotFroui', *'o hMsf'iEITI variety ofoiin per

Liffle, upntegaequestil mn howvt get out of a berth at sou. INr. justice
(rove appears tco think that onc rnust get out ail'how, because lie proposed te
nionsuit a lady who ccrnplaitied that she was aflloyed ont>- a chair te step upon.
Tihe Master of the RoIls and Mr. justice Day appeur to think that the right way
i- front foremost, white a learnied judge, who is ex..presidcnt of the Alpine Club, m
£afld who ought to know, def-clartcd that hie shouki have hesitatedI long hefore
dcciding whether te get out forwards or backwardm when the ship %vas roIIhng.
The jury wver for the 1I ,!y, who liad stepped eut forwards on the top rail of a
chair wlch the stewardess had put fe--r hier, and hart falleni out and hurt herseif.
The pm-valenit opinion oit the bench shows how civilixation has bluinted the pro-
hensile faculty in mani. We venture te say that there ix neot an omnibus cotn-
ductor fi Londen who will net aflirm confidently that the right way to cornej


