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D e Trjl loJgvs It appears that the magistrate or Petty judge____ ____ ____ ___ ____ ____ ___ decided in favor of the hon that batched out
the egg, or ber owner. This decision bas01. MIL OCTO13ER il, 1890. No. 41. been criticized. One critic says:

Il latching is a ' nechanical' Process, and flot at ai 1characteristic of motberood. Iudeed, science basA curious case of keeping a cause Of action dcmonstratcd that it isn't a heu at ail which hatches,ive against a defendant during haif a life- 1but heat, so tbat the sitting hcn is simply a naturalradiator. Moreover, you cannot imagine a mother
me occurs in ilum v. Somerton, 59 Law J. rwithout there being a father, and though no cbiék basep. Q.B. 420. A writ was taken out in 1861, ever asked who its father is, yet it is clear, only theid renewed every six months Since. The hon that 'laid ' the particular egg could have beeninother to that father; and heuce, q. e. d1. to the chiek.
'int of the Iong-cherished weapon bas at Besides, it seems to me, the judge sbould have uoticedigth been turned aside by the Court, it that it is the hien which lays that is constantly voicinging held that thoughi the writ hiad been motherly joy and pride over every uewly laid thoughEewed every six maonths undor the old undeveloî,ed offspriug. Isu't the s9trutting about int, it biad become a nuility, becatise it had great stylo, sayiug: ' This is MnY littie Iay. This is mylittle lay.' Or eau it bo that our groat jurist and lin-
t been renewed under the miles of 1883, guist hasu'tyot mastered the cackie language? Down,îich require the order of the Court for suchi say I, with tbe sittiug hen. It is the lien that laye~urpose. The case serves as an illustration which justly dlaims the proud titie of motherhood."1the propriety of the new mules. Another critic observes-

"Judge McAdamn makes the mistake of mixing upeggs and chiekens, when it is merely a question, flot
Ehe Laiv Journal (London), in an article on between hen and beu, but betweeu fariner and fariner.protection of wild birds, directs attention The Iaw is clear, aud the Maxim 'that he who does acially to the fact that during five months thiug througl1 auother does it bimself,' applies.be year, beginning lot Marcb, and ending Therefore, fariner A, through bis duIy authorizoi lien,laid tho egg himself ou B's premises. What stress ory 31, ail the wild birds of tbe kingdoîn urgency of circuinstauces forced lin to Iay this egg inentitled to enjoy absolute immulnity froni the Wroug Place ueed not coucernu s. The egg beinglestation froin the snare of the fowler, as thore, fariner B came, aud by bis duly authorized1 asfro th fowingpiee oftheguneragent, bis sitting hen, batohed out tbeegg, wheuce thei asfron th folin-piee o tuegunerchieken iu dispute. Now there was uothing whichject to certain unimportant exceptions. coznPeîbed fariner B3, through bis hou, to hateh outs monition is evoked by the fact tbat one that egg. llaving ebosen to do su, he muet be beld tolast spring, a party of Iloflicers and gentie- the consequeuces, and I tbiuik he is clearly chargeableî" dlibratîy ivadd te isandroc with nlotice in the eyes of the Iaw, that lie, fariner B,1" dlibratey ivade th islnd ocKhad not, througli bis heu, laid this egg, and that there-rasshiom, tbe boule of innumerable sea- fore it was the egg laid by some other father. Thisls, for pu rposes of " Sport. " 1It seerna that being su, the law is clear. Fariner A is entitled to ther idea of sport consisted in wandering 'gg which lie laid and its Proceeds and natural in-A th rok, pckig th egs ou ofcrease; at muet fariner B la eutitled to a meclianiclsIt te rok, ickig th egs ou oflien for work, labor and services in liatching out theeyries, smashing the bad one$, and egg.** * * There is ne need furtlier to addlecking down the parent birds witb our brainse over the natter."1cs, because, as one of the sportsmen said, There is no doubt that the proceas of batch-was better sport and fun than shooting ing miay be regarded as Mecbanicai; Stil,c." This novelty in sport, however, led fr> witbout that procesa, the emnbryo chicknterpeilation in Parliament, and the would neyer have Seen the liglit. The egg,3rnment having deciined to prosecute, a if not taken care of by the Sitting hen, wouldecution was duly instituted by the Royal soon bave been wortbless. We find somneîty for the Prevention of Cruelty to support for the batcher's dlaim in the articlesnais, and a fine was imposed on the Of Our CiVil Code. Art. 429 says: "The rightders. of accession, wben it bas for its object two

movable things, belonging to two differentcorrespondent sends us a clipping from owners, is entiroîy subordinate to the prin-w York journal, containing an account ciples Of natural equity." Art. 430 says:e origin of the now famous chicken case. IlWhen two things belonging tg ditfrerent


