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find an excuse for refusing this brief-but, ù
there any conclusive argument or absolute rea,
son why I should flot accept it, for if not,1
arn bound by my barrister's oath te do go.
Different men take different viewe of whal
their duty would be under a particular state
of facts, and the view which Mr. Cameron
toek, and acted upon, though some may think
it an extreme one, must be respected as the
conscientious opinion of an honorable advo-
cate, acting on hie own view of the principles
involved.

Anything that would have been grateful to
the feelings of our late revered Chief Justice,
Sir John Beverley Robinson, if he were alive,
cannot but be of interest to those who cherish
his memory. The thought arises from hearing
of the success achieved by his youngest son,
a lieutenant in the Rifle Brigade, in obtaining
the appointment of Instructor of Military Ris-
tory at Sandhurst. The position, in itself an
honorable and lucrative one, was purely the
reward of menit, and his success is the more
marked, as the competition was open to offi-
cers of the army in general

We publish in other colunins two interest-
ing decisione by hie Ilonor Judge Logie. The
case of Waugh& v. Conway may be said to
conflict with the case of Miron& v. McCabe,
decided in Chambere by Mr. Justice Adam
Wilson, 4 U. C. L. J., N. S., 74), though the
learned judge of the County Court did not
seeni to conisider it directly in point. There
is much sound sense in the arguments he
adduçea, although ether County Judges take
his view of the law, or perhaps fe.l themselvee
bound by the judgment of the Superior Court
Judge sitting in Chamabers.

RECENT DECISIONS.
An application wau lately made in England,

in a case of Beauman v. Jame., on a bill
flled for the specific performance of an agree-
ment by the defen4ant to give a lease to the
plaintif The plaintiff applied to the land-
lord's solicitors as to the renewal of hie lease-
The solicitors sent hin, a report by a surveyer,
who recommende4 the granting a lease for
fourteen years, at a given rent if certain repaire
vere done by the ten~ant, The tenant wrote
butk assenting te the repaire and rent, but
aeking for a terni of twenty-ene yeare. No
final agreement was corne te, but some menti>.
afterwarde a negotiation having proceeded be-
tween the tenant and l1andlord, without the
iflterVention of the solicitors, the landierd
wroto a lefter promising the tenante sease for

ifourteen years 11at the rent and termas agrTeed
*upon," to which the tenant wrote bac k af
Eunqualifled acceptance. It was held, thatparoi evidence was admissible to connect the.
*report and the tenant's previous letter wit3

the subsequent letters; and that it being cofl
clusively established that there had never
been any other rent or terrms agreed upon thafl
those mentioned in the report, there was a
sufficient memorandum in writing to satisle
the Statute of Fraude.

It was lately held in England, in the case Ofl
Betty v. Wilson, that the specification of 0;
patent may describe the process to be adopte&
s0 insufficiently as to invalidate the patent

mdytdisclose enough to show that what ig',
camdby a subsequent patent is not neW.

Whether a specification contains a sufficien t

description can only be ascertained by expei'
nment; and in making the experiment knoWff
ledge and means may be employed which haVO,
been acquired since the date of the patent. JA
prior publication will not invalidate a patent,
unlese it has imparted information so as t
enable any one working upon it to reckofl
with confidence upon the result. In order tO.
establish the prior public use of a patented
article so as to invalidate the patent, it is nOS
necessary to show that the article had beefl
manufactured for sale. Where the subject 0t,a patent In England is made in a foreign coufll
try, and applied to the purpose for which ie
was made, and under these circunistances 19
sent to this country for transmission to anothOd
foreign country, this is a sufficent user of the ps"
tent in England to constitute an infringemeeS.

SIELIECTIONS.

BREACH 0F PROMISE ACTIONS.
The Daily ffews owns there is a good deS'

te be raid against actions for breach of promiS -

of marriage. There ie something very reput-
sive in t he view of marriage as a matter.0
business instead of affection, and in appraU#
ing the value of the settlement te which affiai
of the heart legitimately lead. Noraltogether fair that a man sheuld netb
allowed te alter hie mmnd. Be had betUw.l
leave a weman in single blessednese thso
marry her te malte her miserable. There t4
however, another aide te thie question. Tlif
law is bound te take cognisance of any wilff4
injury infiicted by one persen on anether
and what injury Je more wilful than that
engaging the affections of a weman, exciti
her expectations and hopes, and then di0r7ý
pointing them ? If the law tee k ne cegnig0o"'
of engagements te marry, then ef course'gl
relatives, fathers, brothere, and cousins, WOU'1a
have te do se, and the defaulting swain 1woi4
be made te smart in hie body instead of iii h:
pocket. Young men cannot be teedeo
impressed with the serieus nature of the

thytake in making a marrniage engagomO'
and anything which weuld induce taolevity in such mattera would be a dang«
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