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lection.” We concur in the admitted : fancy no one would compare the mental
imbecility of the trustees of the profession : benefit to be derived from the perusal of

] .
in this matter, but perhaps they might : the two works respectively,
summon sufficient energy to takc up a
collection for those whose interests they

neglect,
"Wr are glad to have received the
third edition of Mr. Holland's well-

known work on Jurisprudenca* In it ’

the author tells us he has throughout
taken account of the development both
of positive law and of legal theory in
England and other countries during the
last three vears. The book has acquired
far too excellent a reputation to need any
special words of commendation now, It

is impossible for any lawyer to read it

without getting his ideas upon the funda-

mental principles of law very much sys-

tematized and made more clear and exact,
The whole field of law is traversed by the
author, and is divided and subdivided in
such method as, in his view, best exhibits

the scientific order of legal ideas. The :
work is. and has been, since its first publi- ¢

cation, a leading text-book on the cur-
riculum of the jusisprudence school at

Oxford, and we would submit to the :

Benchers of the Law Socicty that it
wight advantageously be included among
the books required to be read on the final
examinations. Sir Henry Maine's works
are of very different scope and object,
dealing with the historical development of
legal ideas and institutions, on whieh
Professor Holland touches but slightly.
Holmes on the Common Law again occu-
pics a field of labour more akin to that of
Sir Henry Maine than of the work before
us. Amos' Systematic View of the Sci-
ence of Jurisprudence, indeed. deals with
the relations between legal ideas, but we

* «The Elements of Jurisprudence,” by Thomas
Erekine Holland, D.C.L., Clinbele Professor of
International Law and Diplomacy, and Fellow of
All Souls College, Oxford. Third adition. Claren-
don Press, 1886,

Austir s
| discursive, and, moreover, fragmentary
] and incomplete, and we know of no worker
i in the same field who has produced any-.
! thing so valuable and able as these Ele-
! ments of Jurisprudence by Professor Hol.
» land.
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i not, however, many cases requiring notice,
HOLICITOR AR WITNRKS -PRIVILRGE --HOw FAR SOLE b

TOR HOUND TC DISCLOSE CLIENT'S NAME,

Commencing with the cases in the Queon’s
- Bench Division the first to be noted is Busill
vy Tanner, 10 Q0 By L1 In this case judg.
i ment had been signed against o married
¢ woman, and an inquiry divected whether she
! was possessed of any separate estate, The
i solicitor to the trustees of her marriage settle.
ment was called as a witness by the plaintiff

on this inquiry, and stated that the deed of
{ settlement was in his possession as solicitor to
. the trustees, but he objected tu state the
names of the trustees, or produce the deed, nn
the ground of professional privilege. Smith,
Jo had made an order in Chambers overruling
the solicitor's objections, The solicitor ap-
pealed to the Divisional Court, which affirmed
Smith, J.. and the present decision s upon a
further appeal by the solicitor to the Court of
Appeal. The Court of Appeal wflirmed the
Court below, Cotton, I..],, says:

The privilege only extends to eonfidential com-
munications, . In my opinion the names of
the trusteos did not constitute sach a communica-
tion. . ., ‘There is also another ground for com-
pelling the disclosure of their names.  The solicitor
claims this privilege as that of his clients, e
must then state the names of thé persons for whom
he claims the privilege.

As to the production of the deed, Lord .
Lsher, M.R., says:

Though there may be no case that exactly de-
cides the point, yet many cases seem to assume that
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