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inlzlf;aﬂMb:er proposed to place an elevator
th s n real.Court-House, and provide
ConstruOI‘andatlon' 80 urgently needed by
oo estf:tlng an additional floor. When this
wasg dolotl: was made at a recent meeting, it
thore wu ted by some one present whether
mont, aIst any precedent for such an arrange-
Vators 5 Was answered, however, that ele-
of otherlie in common use in the court-houses
50 arge cities, and we notice in a late
oo se?i of the Boston Law Record that it is pro-
o to put one in the court-house of that

Y‘-;O S {: Thomas writes to the Mayor of
put int:,é,‘ If you will somehow cause to be
Tom s the court-house a couple of elevators
and ‘ull!‘e that not on}y the judges and clerks
inclqu irors and. parties and their witnesses,
hoart (!llg the cripples and those afflicted with
whice nl]selz:se or _asthma or other trouble
but wh akes it difficult for them to climb,
temd 0: are nevertheless constrained to at-
whors ll)lelil;, but algo the lawyeg some of
vot es, >l1eve me, are neither cMpples, nor
o 1”hepl?clally infirm, and whose hearts are
You i right plm, will thank you and hold
v llnn everlast]'ng remembrance as the doer
o other sensible act. Please to regard this
plia V(?f'y earnest petition.” The Mayor re-

©8: “I heartily approve of your suggestion

that elevators :
court-hopmen be provided for the present

OIO:Zf would expect to learn that prohibition
o orcec} temperance diminishes wife
i o rts, criminal assaults, and offences of
e ature. But the actual volume of crime
¢ ml:lel;ently affected in a much less degree
For oy © advocates of prohibition pretend.
the 01 ample, according to the last report of
fentia:ecml:s and warden of the Kansas Peni-
pron 1};; crime reached a higher mark while
N shows(;llll Was most effective in that State.
of T at frot'n counties where the sale
o e;ls I(irs Was not interfered with “ have come
populatiumber of convicts, according to their

on, than from many of the counties

where the enforcement of the law (prohibition)
was most rigid and complete.” Thus four
counties with no liquor law and a population
of 117,239 supplied 95 convicts, while six
counties with a rigidly enforced law and a
population of 115,865 supplied 111 convicts:
or, to adopt the language of the report, “ from
a prohibition population of 115,865 come 16
more convicts than from an anti-prohibition
population of 117,239.”

Mr. Justice Paxson recently gave judgment,
in the Pennsylvania Supreme Court, in a suit
brought before the civil war by Asa Packer
against his partners for an account. The
judge begins an opinion, which occupies
nearly fifty pages of the Pennsylvania reports,
with this explanation :—“1It is now over
twenty-six years since this proceeding was
commenced in the court below. During that
time the three principal parties and several
of the eminent counsel concerned in the
cause have been removed by death. The
paper books, Master’s report, the arguments
before the Master, the testimony and exhibits
occupy twelve printed volumes. It was stated
in the argument at Bar that the expenses of
the litigation when it reached this court had
amounted to over one million dollars. It
involves many millions more. I mention
these circumstances merely by way of apology
for consuming nearly the whole of my sum-
mer vacation with the examination and study
of the case.”

Women who are sensitive and coy as to
their age, says the N. Y. Herald, will learn
with interest that this common vanity of
their sex has a time-honored vrigin. Inone
of the Year Books of the reign of Edward
IIL is reported a decision in which Judge
Barnsad makes this remark: “ There is no
man in England who can rightly tell if a
woman has reached her majority or not; for
many women who are at least thirty years
old want to appear as but sixteen.” This was
in 1377—more than five centuries ago. It
shows that in one respect at least the average
female mind was the same then as now.

The Court of Appeal, in the judgment ren-
dered on the 23rd inst., stands three to two on
the question of the validity of the tax im-



