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Notes on Exohanges and Leat Sorap Blok.

SIR CHARLES RUSSE~LL, . P.--" To fémw men under the age of fifty
has it been given to attain the success of Mr. Charles Russell, who nom, stands
by gciieral consent at the head of th unoffi ý1 Bar. In the uùll vigor of tife,
with a large and lucrative practice, it is flot -j be vvondered at that ý j has re-
fuised a judgeship, reserving hirnself for yet higher hortors, or at ail evetits defet-
ring Li-, acceptance of the oiutn cuni digwitatea of the B3ench. The rerord of bis
coflLests and triumphs is familiar ta everyolne who reads the reports; and ini
eveiw case it tnay fai.7lv be said, whatever an advocate could bonorably do for bis
cLents Mr. Russellilias done.- So spolie PîîPst Coart in its first issue- now
rnany years ago. Since that timne we have 4een him add triumph to triumph.
until he bas achieved the crowning glorv of his career in the mîasterly conduct of
the case for the Parneilite members bef-ore the commnisqion, and in the briltiant
address lie bias ju delivered, wherein indeed we saw learning made lovely with
eloquence. Sinct that time he became ý,ttorney-General in NIr. Gladstone's last
adi.iinistration, and during the short time he held that office was univeraally ac
knowledged ta have '%orne hi8 honors well. Sir Churtes eommenced, life as an

the adniin istratrixe a3ld whose bill had been paid by ber -out of tii. estate,. referëe
toaxatioi>. It was auggested that the bill contained itenfot properly ehar ebite
against the capital of the trust estate, and that the solicitor knew that h. wa
bcei tg paid out of the capital, and had notice of the breach of trust at 'he timne h.
received payaient More than twelve months. had elapsed aine payment, and4
the application was therefore refused. Sc Wilson v. J3oaty, 9 App.R. 149-
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ln C4 v~. floim, 4o Ghy. 1). SSo, it wu held by N arth, J., that it is not neces-
sary that tiie -ami of the .jmuprietor -m - the titie of the -pape should be regis-
tered under the. N.wspaper Libel and k gisttatùon Act, 1881, in order to entitie
the proprietor to sue to reain an infringetmnt of crpyright matter appearing
in .,icli papier.
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The only remaining case to be noted is Cakl-waY v. îecftos#, 40 Chy.D. 512, ini
whivli Kekewich, J., held that where land and mnon'.;y werc vested in trustees of a
sL ttliîwnt. for the benefit of a husband and wifé tor theif lives, and after their
dueatl fohr their children, the Court had orig;nal, jurisdictioij to sanction the
expenditure of part (-f the nioney in repairing buildings on the land which were
so mnuch ciut of repair as to make the ian .1 untenantable. Sed vide Re Senith's
/rwIiISs. 4 O.K'. 518.
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