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TORONTO, A UGUST 1, 1885.

To 0 much rich food is not good this hot
Wea21ther We therefore refrain from pub-

1 ing more than one number in July and
O iiAugust. We trust that our usual

CI8tOmn in this respect is not unsatisfactory
tcotir readers. It is very satisfactory to us.

WE have received from the Secretary of
te Board of County Judges a learned dis-

8ertation as to the jurisdiction of the Gen-
ýEral Sessions of the Peace for Ontario,
rIed by His Honor Judge Senkier, of St.
eatharines, at the last meeting of the
.0 ttY iudges. It will.appear in our next

P'PCourt gives its readers in a late
~~ireber what it calis an endeavour, in a

lenient, to suggest in Greek verse the

ofthe pregnant poem, "Humpty-

144.iro e£ v ,nrrOuv&o /L 'iv rous&ç

'amusing, no doubt, but for our%1think the old fines beginning-

Humptius in muro consedit DumPtius alto
Humptius e muro Duînptius heu cecidit,

savour of much more scholarship' and
quite as much wit. Nevertheless, X
8 ov -ÀvýrLçi good.

RECENT ENGLISH DECISIONS.

The first case in the June number of
the Law Reports of the Chancery Division
to which we think it necessary to refer is
that of Bidder v. Bridges (29 Chy. D. 29),
which, however, is flot a very satisfactory
sort of case, and as to which we are ini-
clined to wonder why it should have been
reported. It contains an elaborate dis-
cussion by Kay, J., of the principles on
which a defendant is entitled to obtàin
discovery from a plaintiff. The case was
appealed, and upon the argument the
Court of Appeal without giving any rea-
sons, which are reported, intimated that
the plaintiff was bound to answer some
further part of the interrogatories tlian
Kay, J., had allowed, and counsel for both
parties then agreed that the Co~urt of
Appeal as arbitrators should settie the
interrogatories to be answered, which they
proceeded to do, allowing, with variations,
some of the interrogatories which had been
wholly disallowed by Kay, J.

T&In. By JIURY-ACTION ÂSSIGNED TO ORNCIIY
DIVISION.

The next case, Gardner v. 7ay (29 Chy.
D. 5o), is also upon a point of practice,
which it may be useful to note in connec-
tion with the recent decisions in Masse v.
Masse, ante p. 179; Pawson v. Merchants'
Bank, and Herring v. Brooks, ante P. 222.
The plaintiff commenced an action in the

i rtnal.
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