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CRITICISMS ON RErPORTEBa

PAaL 1AMENTARy CAsECs. Mr. Brown
"n'made abstracts frorn the appeal cases

lYIng on the table of *the House, andth'erefore the grounds of the decision can
riot be known from the abstract of the case
lni Brown : Per Lyudhuirst, Lord Chan.
When referring to Bouchier v. Taylor,

13 ro. P. C. 708 in Barra v. Jaccçon,5Law Ti'mes, R. 365.
%el"' NISI PRiL's. The author procured

h18 rnaterials froa Mr. Justice Bathurst
1l7 Law Mag. 27.

sPRACTIcE. IIMany of the cases
wele partly collected by myself before 1
by. 'ne fore bar ; they were neyer inte,îdedLb re frele publication, and were too loosetb eidupon : P>er Baller, J. in 5 T. R.

Â DBOSANQUET ON THE STATUTE OF
L~,TTION "A verv useful book:-

~:e~w1îesJ., iniWlimv eiy
t REPORTS. IlIt 'used to be saidtt fr- Espinasse heard one haîf of the

B.~ rePorted the other haîf ": Pollock,'mah v. Oath, 22 L. J. N. S.
t4 17. The observations of Den-

C. J., in Smalt v. N7airffl,13Q
80as to .the want of acurracy in this

le ~Jtr, so that his reports were wvoit to'
el,1O1ted with. doubt and heâitation and

a el' nPology, were adopted by Coleridgeo
1111Wenman Y. Mackcenzie, 1 Jur. N.S

~RsNOTES to the "ITreatise on
te attributed to Mr. Barlow are ex.

1«ý,si 1thconsummate ability :22
a;&, hg61.

' IW LAw. "Sir Michael Foster
'J ildge eminently versed in criminal
Qeen v. Charleton, 2 Irish L.R. 65.

1~AEMENTS. -"A very excellent
Y. ' e Campbell, C. J., in Renahaw

tje 18 Q. B. 124 ; "An excellent
t% Per L. Wensleydale in Rowbot-
"» ilgon, 8 H. L. C. 359.

OX PEVN Io a book of the
i4 ghest authurity :" Per Burton, J.,

imsn 4 1. R. L. R. 44.
}~~5 0 O I USl It is known that the
8% .aPosthumous work, and flot pre.

»~the formn in which the Chief

% Posible he niight have made consider.
44%. .%lt8iations, if published in bis life.

-L an1d it bears marks, particularly in
%t POrt of it, of being ilicomplete:

4 W JOURNAL. [VOL. X., .N. B.-95

-REPATINGO0F TELEQRAMS.

Rojnily M. R. in Barro, v. Wadlcin, 27
L. J. Ch. 134.

HIALE'S HISTORY OF THE CommoN LAw. This
book was published fromn a posthumous
nlanuscript of the learned Judge, and is
exceedingly cursory and defective :" Bar-
ton, Convey. cited in Greenleaf's Over-ruled
cases, p. 204.

IIÂRGRAVE. Mansfield's case cited by Mr.
Hargrave, although by an unknown hand,
yet the adoption of it by Mr. Hargrave
makes it an authority :Per Hart, L. C.,
in Power v. Sheil : 1 Moll. Ch. IR. 312.

JÂRMÂN ON WILL5. Mr Jarxnan's work is one
of great value. It has followed what was
begun by Mr. Roper, begun hy Mr. Powell,
improved by Mr. White, and by Mr.
Jarman himself brought to a surprising
degree of perfection. Mr. Jarman has,
upon a deliberate consideration of cases
in his chanibers, endeavoured to extract
certain rules of construction to guide i
considering the language of testators ; but
it is quite possible to attempt to do a great
deal more than it is in the power of
any Iluman being to accomplish in that
respect :per Stuart, V. C., in Conduitt v.
Soaite, 4 Jur. N. S. 502.

SELEOTIONS.

CONCEINING BEC ULATIOI',S
JWE2UIIING TELEGaÂT MS

TO BE JEPEA TED.
It is an established principle of law

that telegrapli companies, like railroad
companies, have the riglit to make reason-
able regulations for the conduct of their
affairs, but there ià some diversity of
opinions as to wbat regulationa are Ilrea-
sonable," and as to whether, and, if
So, how far, they relieve the
company from liability for negligence.
Most comipanies have adopted regulations
to the effect that they will not be respon-
sible for maistakes in transmitting, or
delay in delivering a message unlese sucli
message is repeated, and these regulations
are usually printed on the blanks on
which messages are written. How far
uuch regulations, so notifiod, are bindmng
Upou the sender,' bas been considered in
the following cases:

McAndrew v. Tiie Electric Telograpz
Company, 17 C. B. 3 (1855), presents the
earliest discussion of this subject. In
that ease the. plaintiff sent a message to


