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Eitlier do away with the right of appeal, or serves the good reception it has met withgive a simple and inexpensive remedy. in the United States. As however, theWhy should not these appeals be heard by authorities cited are almost entirely fronione Judge of Appeal instead of the full the reports of that country, and as theseCourt, as Insolvency appeals are now dis- necessarily depend upon legisiation Borne-posed of ? This would save the time of the wbat different from ours, the book willCourt. The papers could be certified,ý and flot b e of the great practical use in thioon siplenotce nddepsit asin ppelscountry that it certainly must be acrossfon a simple notice and depoita in apea, the border. The arrangement of thefro a inge J dge to the Cout i B~ ., subjects seems to be very good, and thethe case could be re-argued at any time. Th e diligence and learning of the author can-opinion of one Judge of the Court of Ap- flot but lie considerable, when we considerpeal would, in ahnost every case, be perfectly that he had but littie 'to help him in thesatisfactory to the parties interested. This way of previous works on the same sub-would reduce the expense and trouble to j ect.
somethin)g like commensurate with the -.amount usually involved. AN E NOLISR VERSION 0F LEGAL MAX-(2.) Should not the Sessions and County ims ; with the original forms. By,Court be held quarterly as formerly in the James Appleton Morgan K.M., authorcountry? When the late Sandfield Mac- of the La.w of Literature, &c. Cincin-donald passed the Act doing away with the nati : iRobert Clark & Co. 1878.March and September sittings lie provided This is, we suppose, the largest collec-that County Court cases could be tried at tion of Legal Maxims ever attempted,the Assizes. This provision lias practically* aad as they are alphabetically arranged,beendone away witli, no doubt for excellent and the book supplemented byan Inde.%reasons. But it is a liardzhip on a man now (wýhich by the way might be fuller), itwho as 'cotefied ase andwhe a urywill lie a useful addition to a library -and
is required, to liave to wait six months. 1 frocasional reference. We are inclinedto think it would be well for students tothink there is a strong feeling too, tliat beoemr aiir ihtead1

manyof he cimial csesso slenly i mpress them upon their minds for refer-posed of at the Interirn Sessions and Police ence in after years. We cannot thereCourts sliould be tried at some Court having fore agree with a contemporary that doosa better clasm and larger number of people not appreciate the raison d'êtr; of ils pub-attending it, than usually graces the Interim lication. The collection contains 2882bessions or Police Court. maxims culled from. varions sources; We(3.) At present the Sessions have no certainly 'admit our utter ignorancejuriadiction te, try forgery or perjury, until now, that Ihere were s0 many in ex-thougli tliey can try more important cases. istence. This book does nol pretend t0Surely there is no reason now in the reason be more than a compilation, but il is &for this limitation. very perfect one, and we should not eX'Youra &c.3pect anything else from the author of tbeY OU, Y &c.,IIO E " Law of Literaure."
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This edition lias been'nearly doubled Everything that Mr. Inderînaàr prein size sinca4he first edition, and re-ar- senîs to the public is worthy not only Ofranged. We can well think thal it de- general notice but of attentive perusal bl


