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history of wilstiieir form. and essentials,
tutanentary caaity, legacies, limite of
dlisposition, revocation, the law of domi-
ceil0 and rules of construction.

<To bc contintud.)

BENCH AND BAR AT THE

ANTIPODES.

A copy of the New Zealand Juriet for
February, 1877, is befr>re us. In addition
to usual editorial and selected juatter it
aPpears to be the recognised medium for

ltporting. This nuxuber seems drvoted,
rather than otherwise, to a general casti-

gation of the Bench, with especial refer-

611ce apparenfly to the Court of Appeal.
We au hardly suppose that a barrister of

the Middle Temple, the editor of a re-
eOgniised organ of the profession, would
*rite in the strain hoe doe without some

Roo{l reaeon. We are flot sure that a

:4'er criticisin upon judicial utterauces in

ti country might not occasionally have
a good effect. In England it je the rule
rather than the exception. The diffi-

CultY with us lies in the danger of lower-

'11g the office in the eyes of the public, es-

Pecially in a country which lies go near a

P1p whose levelling, tendencies are so
lotoriolle. We need say nothing of the
ahuiost imp&sibility in 'a smail commu-

UitY of securiug the impersonality of the

pres8, and cousequent npleasantuess,
*11ere the writer muet of necessity, in a
country like this, constantly appear, pro-
fem8ionaUly, before the judge whom lie bas
b6ell criticising.

Our friend froni the antipodes thus
4liacourses of the Chief Justice of New
ZkaIaud :

'4A Chief Justice is usually supposed to be the
80fiStel mmid of the Court in which lie presidles;

4udsn a matter of fact, lie usually is. It is
&180 lsually cousidered that he is entitled to

taePeeec of bis brethren in ail inatters
rolming before the Court ; and, as a matter of
tat, he Usually do The Chief Justice of New
e"%lalld forms a singular exception to the rule.

Evideutly moved by excessive modesty, he takes
pleasure in yieldiug precedence to his brethreu,
making no pretension to sway the legal reaini
of which lie is the titular mon4rcli."

The Court catches it in the following,

and apparently not without reason :

" 1The judgnient of the Court of Appeal in

Wocbb v. The National Bank lias occasioued a

good deal of surprise, lu the first place, thé
Court arrests the judgnient witliout co8s, but

no reference is made bv their Honours to Rule

363, whicli coutains an express provision as to

1costs in these cases. Tlie result is that the

Iplaintiff gets the costs of the triai, and the de-
fendants-tlie successful party-iave to pay

their owu costs tlirougliont. If this Rule di&
flot escape tlieir Honours' attention, on what

grounds did tliey ignore i ? "
IlIt is just as weli tliat the litigant publie

know nothing of the manner iii whicli their bus-
iness i.s blundered in tlie Courts. Two remark-
able instances present tliemseives in the present
number of the Jurist. lu Bird v. The Natiosa2
Bank, the defendants omit to pleaid privileged

communication ; and wlhen tliey apply for leavo

t. amend at the trial, tlie learued Judge refues

tlie application, for reasous whicli seem a good

deal worse tliau the ruling. Which are we to
admire most-the pleader or the Judge 1 la

Webb v. The Nationarl Ban k, the spectacle is

stili more ludicrous. After a lengthy trial, and

two elaborate arguments of tlie inevitable rule
nisi, it is discovered by their Honours in tlie
Court of Appeai that the plaintiff lia no statue

entitling him to sue, by reasn of a technicAi

error in the vestimg order obtained under the.
Trustee Act for tlie purpose of euabliug hini to
sue. This discovery lias probablY coot the par-

ties flot less than £1,00J0. "

From which last renîark we assume

that the j udges there are more liberal than

they are here in the way of costa.

The lead ing article discusses what is

calied Ilanother loose proceeditig" on the

part of the Court in a case of infaniticide,

where the question of the corpus delicti,

éccame up. We should imagine, either

that this plucky Elitor lias very littie

business, and doeg not want any more, or

that the Judges of the Court are blessed

with eweeter tellupers than fall to the. lot

of inost of the Judges that we know of.
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