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by himi at the Lav Institution, in the
years 1873 and 1874.

Ilthough the author states that his
work is purely elementary and contains
nothing which *is not fanîlliar to the prac-
titioner, 've have found it to be a valu-
able and reliable collection of inodern
coflveyancing cases.

We hope to sep this bock, likze ~snell's
iEquitY, a standard class-book in ail Law
Schools where English law la taught.

The first part,' which treats of corporeal
hereditamlents, dieals with the earlier te-
nures of land, an estate for years, ain
estate for life, an estate tail, ail estate in
fee simple, copyholds, the statute of uses,
a reversioîî and rernainder, an executory
iflterest, estates in joint tenancy, tenl-
ancy in comrnon, and caparcenary, bius-
'band and wife, and an equity of redenîp-
tion.

The second part exclusively relating
to coflveyancing, treats of condilt.ions ol
sale, purchase deeds, leases, moî'tgagE
deeds, settlenîents and wills.

The whole is Preceded by a carefuill,ý
co(Mpiled index of cases, aiîd tollowed 1~
a fiill and reliable index of subjei.ts.

TE -Nimw ONTARIO DIGEST. By C
lIOLi03Nýsoxl Q.C., and F. J1. JoS"EI
Barrister. Toronto: l-iowsell & Hut
(Ihînison.

Trhe second part of Robins on é
.Josieph's D)igest has been issued, and th~
third part is il, type, and ivili be ouf3horýtly. We tundeî.sta,îd the delay ha
partly arisen frontî a rc-arrangement an,transposition (of sorte of the principE
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COUGHI-NG [i (,IocRrWe hlave heard ofPopular preachier wlso l)eriodically îeproved hcongregato 1 for coughing in chonrch, and à
ihowidtht he prs juat occurred in Live"pshow tht te pohibition1 ought to extend1ail Public places. Grave legal consequencver-y iearly resuîte,î froin a fit of cougîîing whitlately overtook a ilnbeoft.Bainhe1

erpol Cort o $esions. A prisoner char iwith stealing a niaekinto8h coat, 'vas ontrial,, and the forernan. of the jury was aboutdeliver the verdict, wlhen the noise of t]coughiiiig eaused the clerk of the Pence to iiul

ilnterpi'Ct tise opinion of the twelve %'entlonmen
in the box. " The learned Recorder at once pro,

j eeded to sentence the prisoner. With a suiave
Iapproval of the judgment arrived at, lie re-
marked that " the jury had iound the prisonler

iiilty of the offence, and, sns far as lie (the IBe-
neorder) eould see, very properiy .9o." At this
point, however, the untortunate spokesmiai of
the twei'-e became uuieasy. The compliments
of the Benclh seemned to arotise hlmi to an under-
standling of the situation, and lie vetured to

inqirew-ether the Recorder's kiudly coin-
nients mefeîe to the case just tried. *the Re-
corder repliei in tlie affirmative, and the luck-
les, jurylanti could no longer conceal. the tact
that the verdict of lîlîniseif and bis br--ilirn a
b een an acquittai. We tbiîik, on1 Ille whole,
the ,onducltt of tlic foreinlail is to lie cixn11ended.
By thus rcverting to the actual, verdi, t lie lost,
it is truc, tise approvill of the Bench, but lie

i niglit possibiy hlave feit soe1ti enrei
the pi isoner iad been vondeulined to a loinn, ter",
of impllrisoniflelit after the jury had takeil pains
t it hl noent. -Londonilior

H-olding the opinion that tlic cultivatioli of

a flower garden is one of tfli1est of recreatioiS

for those 1,rofessional inen wvho cannot or do not

care to indulge iii more exciting, or more athletic

amunsemfenlts, ani t1 îat it is ant enîploynieiit very

liicifý-ingt t a distractcd brain, ive unake no
apolngy)Çr foi iîiseitingr the adi-ertisenicuit cf a

Floral Guiide for 1875. We can well imagine

tiat about tiiis timci it is l)eiuig souglit for by

soine wve coulil naine, whose opini-ens are as souad

oni the suhbject of floriculture as are their
IJucignieits on points of' iua iii the Courts of

Error and A 1upeal, Quieen's Beîîcl, or Comnon
Pleas.
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[lWe onistted to append thse foiiuwiîig answtr tu the

jQ letter of .1. R., publislîed ii our last number, p. 354.]

We assumie that thse facts are correctIy stated. [t wouid

_%eem tliat se.220, of tie C. L. P. Act does not warrant
any snch amendment at the trial as adding a plea.

That amnendixient may be made under the 222nd sec.
Section 220 appiesoiiy to amendments of il ariances"

and [s on. of a group of sections extending fromn sec.

216 to 221, ail iimited to such cases; of ameîdnients.

We think the appicationi tii review thse aiendulent
sbouid be miade in Court, not in Chambers. It wouid

a ble very anomalous in itself, as weil as a -"variance"?

is rom the expressed provisions o! the section. tii move

m aganst te decîsioni of a judge at .Vi8j Pr&ltg before

Dl a uiilofficer holding pro hmo vice an infeiior
to position in Cihambers. A judge in Chamîbers bas n0

es ipoiwer to stay tise entry of judgnient ont the verdict
-h I uor to, set it aside if cntered uîi, pen'ling an application

V_ to strike ont a plea added at tise trial. See an an-*
>d alegous point Ross v. Grange, o-7 U. C. Q. B. 306. We

Lis are alnost inclined Wo doubt whetber tise niatter was

to properly brought before the iearned County Judge, as

lie bisi decisions on points o! law are not ofien questuioned.
ýs- Ens. L. J.

Janluary, 187à.]


