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without the usual preliminary enacting clause; this strangeomission is now supplied bY c. 29 of the recent session.
C. 29, bynaiing certain new schedules " A" and "B, " seemnsto create an opportunity for confusion, as in the principal Acftthere are already sehedules with the like deàignations.
We have, on former occasions, pointed out the desirability ofarranging ail amending -statutes in orderly sequence. Thismethod as a rule bas been generally observed in the presentvolume; there are, however, a few instances where it bas"beendeparted from, e.g., in c. 34, s. 4 amnends s. 12, and s. 5 amendss. 6, of the same Act. In c. 42, s. 12 (1) should have been num-bered s. 14 ,-cc. 56, 57 are both out of order and might, we think,have more appropriateîy followed c. 48.

NOTES FROM THE ENGLISH INNS 0F COURT.

THE INNs THEMSELVES.
Many Canadian lawyers are now in England-not,' indeed,on legal business, but on their way f o, or on furlough from thefront. -If they have a few hours to spare in London they m.ayseek ouf the Wells of English law. 'To f hem a few notes aboutthe Inns of Court may be of inferest. Baedeker, if may be sup-posed, will fell thein something; but perhaps lie bas littie know-

ledge le plu8 intimé.
The only Inns that retain the right fo cail men fo the Bar-arethe Inner Temple, the Middle Temple, Lincoln's Inn and GraysInn. Other Inns there are sucli as Clements Inn and FurnivalsInn; but as corporate bodies fhey have long since passed awayalthough their names and in some cases fthe original buildingsstili survive. 0f the luns of Court a wag once wrofe:

The Inner for a ricli man,
The Middle for a poor,

Lincoîns for a parchmnenfer
And Grays Inn for a bore.

If is possible f hat soîne kindly commîenfafor bas changed theword 'boor' into 'bore' in fthe last line, but the line is no longertrue i any sense. Your Grays Inn man is one of the besf.


