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HUMOROUS PHASES 0F THE LAW-RECENT ENGLISH DECISIONS.
for which the painter refused to pay, as the REGENT ENGLLSH -DE GISIONfSgarment was SQ badly made, violating Ilevery 

____t oprinciple of high art." The judge suggested Continuing to review the Law RWoP othat Sir Edwin should try on the coat in January, the next case to be noticedIcourt. This he did, amidst roars of laughter ChTi.nmei osmr V. Tefrom ail parts of the room, though much to NIorgh Devon Rai/way Go., P. 25.h is o w n d is g u s t ; y e t th e tr ia l g a in e d h im a A I W S C O P J S R O E R - X R T O N F
verdict. The recent case of Be/t v. Lewes 

00LASCMII(R OWR-XIAIN0 Htried before Mr. Baron Huddleston, where This case raised a curious queStIoriplaster casts and inarbie statutes were brought which apparently no authority precisely of}into court ad nausearn, is also in point. point could bc found. The special ActWith "IDe ménirnis non cuérai Zex,"ý this in- the defendant railway incorporated the Lafldoteresting littie book is closed. Here we have Clauses Consolidation Acts, and l>y its sc
proved that the law does flot mmnd bad 39 it was provided that IIthe powers Of thgrammar, nor yet bad spelling. The Cali- company for the compulsory purchase fî0fornia Supreme Court says it is of frequent for the î.urposes of this Act shail not beceoccurrence that men of clear and vigorous ercised after the expiration of three years fr0l
mincis, andi who think, speak and Write the passing of this Act." Sec. 40 1 rovide
clearly, speil badly, and quotes Saxe, that "lif the railways are flot completed WItMarlhorough, ai~ Napoleon. The phonetic in five years from- the passing of thisstyle of writing does not necessarily detract then, on the exp)iration of that periodi thefromn a clearness of a composition. We powers by this Act granted to the conPOy
have two or three pages of amusing instances for niaking and completing the railwaysi Of
of mis-spelling: "lgilty," "conflndendrnent"1 otherwise in relation thereto, shall cease tW beIldefendances guilty as charged in inditese- exercised, except as to so rnuch thereof -a sment." A mistake' of a letter saved a mans then completed ; " with which latter section
property from confiscation, in the brave old may bc compared the clauses to be fotind '0days of old : (Rex v. .Parker). special railway Acts in this country-, cnactingIn respect to namnes, the law disregards bad that if the railway be flot completed ,ithinspelling if they sound alike ; and after this time specified, the charter shaîl be forfeite&proposition, follows a long list of namnes, held In the present case, the defendant rail'~to be idem sonans, and another of those held served a landowner with a notice to treat forflot to be idem sonans. The importance of a part of his l)roperty before the period of thçeeecomma, a semni-colon, and a period, have years limîted for the exercise of its colW"1
been considered : <Areson v. Areson, 3 I)enis, sory powers had expired. The landoWnier
438; Lambert v. People, 76 N. Y. 220 ; served a counter-notice requiring the c0r'1
Osborne v. Farwtel, 87 111. 89). In Areson's panY to take the whole property, and nothin19case, one of the members of the court says : further was doue towards ascertainingth"Punctualisue deterinines nothing." But just compensation. Thirteen days before the e1chere a full stop must determine this review. piration of the period of five years aîîoweô

for the completion of the works, the company
entered upon the land under sec. 85 Of the
Lands Clauses Consolidation Act of 1845, re'
lating to the compolsory taking of land,
having previously made a deposit, and give01
the bond required by that section. After the
five years had expired without the railW-11


