ulty of Law,
gc}_’l University,
liontresl, 1l2th xctober, 1922

this fscalty on the
Cctooe;% Gl following resolution
the motion of lir. Justice lartin,

T ention of the
the fact at results from the -;ﬂ*ﬂ ent of
Common Law course at :CG*ll have not nroved
satisfactory in voint of view of attendance, and
having regerd to the expense of teaching such
course as comprared wi th the revenue derived there-
from, the cuestion of continuing such course after
dents have t"~;u ted should be con-
determined.™

"That the
3 ~

present st

=)

1
sidered and

It may assist the Governors in consi
the policy to be adopted if I bring the following facts
their notice.
The teaching of Common Lew 2t MeGill begsan
in 1918. No special sta NS alilsble for the purpose,
Deen Lee himself giving sucl ti as was possible.
Naturally very little could be done under such condi tions
Two students took the exeminstions in 1919, one of whom feiled.
In 1919 T was myself sdded to the staff and
en extension of the tesching became vossible, though we were
still unable to meet the remuirements of & complete common law
curriculum. In 1920 three students toock the examinsations for
the second year, and nine for the first. (Two of the second
vear students must have been admitted on sdvenced standing,
but I cen find no record of this.)
In 1920 Professor lisckey joined us, and it
now became possible to organise a complete curriculum. The
arrangements for the session of 1920-21 were necessarily
provisionsl, since Professor lisckay was not appointed until
after the session had begun. In 1921 nineteen students took

the sessional exeminstion. OFf these six nassed in the third

vear, four second, =2nd eight first. (Severasl of the third




