af (22 Journ, of
for killing a carrier pigeon, The
pursuer, (not the cat, but the Plaintiff),
claimed that the defender wag responsible
in respect of the natyrq] disposition or pro-
pensity of cats to kij| birds, and the ‘defend-
er’s failure to keep the animal Properly en.
closed or secured.  The Coyrt considere(
that the owner of the birg should have ex
ercised as much caution to preyent it coming
hear the cat as the owner of the gt should
have done to keep it from the bird ; that as
the victor ang vanquished met o neu'ral
ground, both ownerg were in equal blame,
George Mathews wrongfully ang negli-
gently kept a savage and dangeroys cgk-fowl,
knowing it to he savage and dangerous, ang
accustomed to injure manking, whereby one
Florence Walford wag pecked and injured,
and George Mathews wag asked to pay £s
damages ; byt the Court sajd A1 was suffi.
cient compensation, and g shillings tq pay
the doctor. « p town is liable for the injury
that a town ram does by abutting on one of
the town folk - (Moulton v, Lmr/)(;roi(gr/z, 71
Me. 257). 1¢ seems that ip England one is
not legally liable if his pigcon
neighhour’s roof
tween the slates

alight upon o
and pick out the mortar he-
and tiles, thereby, loosening’r
the same, and letting in wet, The owner of
the house may kill them, that is 4] 2 (LHan-
nan V. Mackets, 5B.&C g 39).

One reads Staze v, Mary Zurner, 66 (N.C.
618) with saddened feelings about Christmas
time, because Mary was indicted for stealing
one turkey of the valye of five cents |
Court held that turke
But coons are,
not domestic
Greene, 106 ;

The
Y5 WCTe not ferwe natire,

reshly imported parrots are
animals - (Warren . State, 1

Swan v, Saunders, 44 1.1
(N.S) 424). The Courts know something
about oysters. We are told that like
tic animals, they continye
owner’s occupation
his home

Perpetually in the
» and will not stray from
or person.  Unlike animals fere
natiure, they do not require to he

reclaimed
or made tame by art

» industry, or cducation,

Hdworous PHaAsks o

domes- ;

FTHE Law,

(Fancy an educated oyster.) If at hh,e wer
have neither the inclination nor the l)oqu)’ a¥
¢Scape.  They are obviously more ntlf~1 oneSi
simulated to tame animals than to wild bject?
and perhaps more nearly to inanim.ﬂtc > is
than to animglg of either description: n, w
Court takes them merely in the she ’tties’
have nothing to do with soup, stew or ])i‘luc.”
it says, « dead oysters are of no \‘e not
Another legal sage says, “ Oysters hav ani-
the any more than m£17§
" (State v. Zaylor, 3 Dutch, T

rty theY

Power of locomotion
mate things .

‘ : spact
Lleet v, //n,@:rmm, 14 Wend. 42). ouf
would faj) were

we to attempt to follow

5
K . . bee
¥ “arrier pigeonss

dogs and carrier pig We can

author among
and cleph

ants, parrots and whales.
only

a5
s ; Wa
add that when Thurmanv. Bertran s
tried by Baron Pollock, an elcphant. in
. - fac mAav 10
brought into Court; and ladies may JO)

€
- P T tam
the fact that iy IS no crime to steal a té
mouse,

(70 be continyed, )

RECENT ENG 151 DECISIONS.

In recommencing review the curfent’
English decisiong contained in the Zat
Reports, it seems  best to begin  with the
January numbers, rather than attempt t.he
task of going through the numbers  which
ed in the course of the recent
which our articles on this sub-
been unavoidably discontinued.

The January numbers of the Zaz Reports

consist of 1o Q. B. D, pp. 1-58 1 and 22 Ch.
D. pp. 1-131.

have been niiss
period, during
ject have

The forme
bricef
Royal’

r of these commences with a
memorandum of  the opening of the
Courts of Justice,
address of the
Judges to the
the orm of
ber,

and contains the
Lord Chancellor and the
Queen.  We re-produce in
an editorial, in our present num-
the exceedingly fine peroration  with
which this address concluded.




