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Chelimford, C., in Crcos1ey &~ Sons v. Ligstow-
ler, L. R. 2 Ch. 478S, as an immîaterial circunm-
stance: for non consstat that the a endor docs
not intend te reiinquish it unies,3 he show s
the contrary by reserving it. Ilis Lordship
grounded his decision on the mile that the law
will nlot reserve anytbing out of a grant in
favour of tihe grantor exccpt in cases of neces-
sity, which ave take to be the case bore. It
seeus thant Grossley & Sons v. Lightoïwler avas
net referred to in argument. Enad it been s0
ave think that Lord Romnilly wonid have con-
sidercd it to express bis own vicava cf flhc ]av.

The case avas in part argued upon tlic theory
that the covenant of 1792 bound the land in
the bands ot tihe purebasor, being a covenant
running witb the land according te the first
resointion je SSpcncer's case. And the Court
was of opinion that the covenant w-bich ave
have stated above avas a covenant w hicb ex-
tendcd te a tbing in esse, the thing te be done
being annexed and appnrtcnatnt te the iaüd
cenveyed, wbich goes with the land and binds
the assignee, aithouglihe be net mentioned in
express terns; and even if this were net se,
the Court avas of opinion that it hein- manifest
te the defendant avhen bie houglit bis ],and
that it w as protected hy the soa-w ail in ques-
tien, ho avas bound te onquire by w boni tliat
sea xvall w-as maintained, and nmust, therefore,
be beid heund te have had notice of ail that
hc weuld bave iearned ad lie made sncb
inquirv; and that, ashy se inquiring liewovuld
have a-,certained tbe existence of tbe covenant,
he couid net thon repudiate tliat covenanît, or
refuse te perform the condition subjeet te
which, virtuaiiy, be teek the land. Whetbcer
er net the other parties te the covenant couid
enferce it at iaw, tbere is a ciass er cases ef
whicb Tu7lko v. _Me.rlay, 2 Ph. 774, is ene,
wbicba establislses tise principie tliat the right
in equity to enforce performance of sucb a
covenant docs net depend upon whetber tbe
right oate ha enforced at iw. Tise Court,' in
Tule v. li hey eld tliat a cevenant between
vendor and purchaser on the sale ef land that
the puicbaser and bis assigns shall use, or
abstaîni fi-ena using, the land le a pîrticular
way, aaiii ho enforced in equity agaiinst al
subsoqut purchasers with notice, indepen-
dentiy of the question whethcr it hcone w bich
runs with the land. The recent case of Wilson
v. Hatrt, 14 W. R. 748, L. R. 1 Ch. 463,
wbere tise covenant avas that the building avas
net te ho used as a heershop, mnay ho referred
te on this peinit.-Soicitord' Journal.

ENGLISil AND AMERICAN LAWYERS.

We bave bail the pleasure ef an interview
with a member et the legai profession je New
Yerk, whe enfertnnately bas cerne over at the
commencement ef enr Long Vacation, and is
thus disappointed in bis expectatien ef seeing
the courts sitting. Some peints arese in our
cenversaition wlsich are particolariy intereating
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nt a finie avhen tlic Prote ,;sion je our owe
country tîn catens b s îilt itseif te the
Profession as it exists on the otîser side ef the
Atlantic.

Ie tbe first place ave avere anxious te k-nosv
from a busy practitiener in Neav York, how
tbe system cf a single body, undivided as it
is in Engiand, w orks. WTe avore net surprised
te leari tliat tise Bar, as it is caiied, ie net
very highiy esteenied hy the Amesicans. Er-
ts-y inte the Profession is easy ;ojectinenit
difficuit. A fesv dollars for a diploina are ail
the ceste necesýsary te incuL heforc an aspira nt
mnay commence practice. l'ie exausinationa
are toierahiy strict, and t'seir strini-en ,,y is
net abated witlseut good and reasonablo ca se.

When writing upon tise sugî-es;teJ mia
tien of tie tavo branches ef tise Profession,
ave said that, practically, there avouid continue
te o bctav classes cf practitieners, althcouh
there would ho an aiterîtion cf statu,. Sa-
ave flnd it in America. Merch 2rs cf particeis r
firms hecome ensinent advocates, and lies
chIale the business wlisieh beiongs in Engiand
te the Bar. Tlsey are stil, heu ever, gcouerai
practitieners, and avhen net ensgaged jne oii t
practÀce tume their attention te any gene- -S
business ot their offi ýe.

We shoavei our ýi-itor t-o his cf costs
wlsicb bappenedl t o je i our possession,
Tbey avare, adnsiiftdily, a ery extraordisary
specimens, and elicitoul some surprise, botb on
account of tiseir intrinsic denierits anîl hy
reasen cf flhc fact that je Anierica ne costs
are sent le te a client uniess there ha a suit.
Tboy are matter of a•cînn etîvoi attor-
ney and client. Thon avith regard te taxation
ne costs wbatever are aiioxaod je connoctien
with it. The efficer dues il as a mnstter cf
course, ansd eacis party is boued te appe-sr
avithoet tee.

Wre thon inquired of eur visiter whiether
the absence cf vestineîîts on the hench op~e-
rated adversely te its dignity. It avas admit-
ted tîsat it did, but the rensark avas drily add Ld
tinat dignity was net accounta-d mucîs et je
America. The cniy distingaisbaieg gîrmesît
aveme is a hlack goîvu, and that is coîsfined te
the Judges cf one state oniy.

Ie the next place, knowing that inu b in-
cenveniece is caused in tis country by the
difl'erence et lasv and precedure prevaiing in
England, Scotland and jreise 1, ave inqi nred
concernîng tihe cendition of Arnerica je tbis
respect. 1se iearned that a ]awycr cf cne
stato rarely or nover practisos je another-tbat
is, if hoe ho consciontieus, laav and proceduro
both differing te se vory ceesiderahie an ex-
tent. T1hus ave flnd that cur acute cousins
bave managed te blender je their legai ar-
rangements je the saine mîneer as tise cid
mother country.

We cannet say that on the wbele ave are
dispesed te avisl te see Americmn legal fornis
and institutions intreduced inte Eigiand,-
LauwTîn~


