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they delay entering appearane for more than thrS< rtonths after
the lodging of the appellants' petition of appeal.

Other changeq in the practico whieh may W noted are that
paupers niay nlot have more than £25 (instoad of £5); that or-
t4ain pptitiins niay b. disposed of tvithotit the attendanne of
the agenLts; tat 40 lngtead of 50 printed copies of the record
will b. accepted; that petîtions may be, wit.hdraw»n or dismissed
sammarily for non-presécution mand that seme changes are mnade
in the fees payablt,, te thé, Couincil office and in the scale of soli-
citor's charges.

An appeal to the Privy Couineil stil1 in theory arises upon
the petition of the sub.ject to) the thr ne and the remedy, when
granted involves an exorcise of the royal prerngative. Havirng
regard to, thîs anid the necossity of framning the practice te meet
the varying needs of so niamy colonies and dependencipes, as wrel
m various Indian states and British cenimunities havixig cou-
sular courts, the framers of the new rules are to ho congratulated,
, a having fairly met the demand made at tle Colonial Confer-
ence of 1907 for a simplification cf the praetice in the. Iniperial
Court.

F. A, C. RniawN
(B3lake & Roeden.)

17 Victoria Street, Lundon, S.W.

MHE MEANIN OPF "ADJOINYIZI."

The uise of the word "adjoining" in legaI documents is un-
avoidably cf such common. occurrence that an analysis of the
recent deois-'ona in which the meaning attributable to it lias had
te hbe considered by the courte may not be without interest to our
readers. In niany dîctionaries "adjacent" is queted as a
.ýynonytn focr "adjoining." Bat that, view is not borne out hy
the maost modern of the Englimh decisiuns ta %Yhich we shall iiave
occasion te refer, although in tle Scotch case cf Carnercrn v. Cae
doiiian Railwai,, 6 Fraser 763, Lord Trayner went so, far as te say
that hie %vas prepared te hui.- that the two words were oynonynl-
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