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GRANT v. BEAUDRY.
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STRANGE TRANSLATIONS.

The laborious striving, on the part of certain
French Canadians settling in the United States,
after a literal rendering into English of their
names, or, in some cases, the mere sound of
their names, shows that their aim is to trans-
late and not to change. A New York corres-
pondent Bays he is acquainted with one
Magloire Vincent who now rejoices in the ap-
pellation ot # My Glory Twenty Hundred !” A
Pierre Chabot has become « Peter Catshoe "’ (why
not «Puss in Boota ?"); Noel Vien subscribes
himself % Christmas Coming”; Joseph March-
terre is now * Joseph Sidewalk” ; Noel Prairie
is « Christmas Meadow ” ; Toussaint Coté, « All
Saints Side”: Joachim Poulin, « Washington
Colt " ; Noel Trudeau, ¢ Christmas Waterhole ” ;
Jean Phaneuf, « Jack Makes-nine’; Vincent
Archambault « Twenty hundred Arch in
beauty.” Magloire Benoit has evidently been
hard pressed for a translation, and has turned
his name into « My Glory by Night!”, which
sounds like a bad pun on his patronymic.

Mark Twain has recently learned, from a de-
cision of the United States Circuit Court, that
his nom de plume may be stolen with impunity.
An author who does not protect himself by ob-
taiving a copyright cannot complain if his
books are republished with his own name or his
nom de plume on the title page. Imagine the
feelings of « My Glory by Night”’ if, having
gone to bed in the bappy conviction that he
was the sole possessor of the name, he should
wake up to find that somebody had arrayed
himself in the borrowed splendour of a similar
title!

1HE TAKING OF EVIDENCE.

At & meeting of the General Council of the
Bar, held at Quebec on the 2nd instant, it was
decided to recommend to Government that reg-
ular court stenographers should be appointed at
fized salaries, and that a number of copies
of the evidence should be made by means of
type-writers for the use of judges and lawyers
in appeal cases, these official stenographers to



