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amend his motion by setting up that the judge should have left such issue to the
jury; and their Lordships were of opinion that the Court below had exercised
a sound discretion in refusing the amendment,

ADMISSION TO I‘R‘-\C'E‘ICEV AN AGENT IN THE PRIVY COUNCHL,

Inre Twidale, 14 App.Cas. 328, the Judicial Committee refused to admit a —
_ gentleman, who was a pleader in the High. Court of Calcutta, to be registered us
¥ an agent to practice in the Privy Council, on the ground that the Rules of joth
t of March, 1870, enly authorized the Committee to admit persons who had been
admitted as solicitors in India or the colonies, and the applicant had not been
admitted as a solicitor,

BXUROPRIATION OF LANDS—=[RIGHT 0F HXPROPRIATOR TQ CALL EOR A TRANSFER,

i The Colonial Scerctary of Natal v. Belwens, 14 App.Cas. 3471, is anthority for
the proposition that when a statute authorizes the expropriation of land or a
patent reserves right to the Crown to resume part of the land granted, but is
silent as to the making of any transfer, the expropriator is not entitled to call
upon the owner of the lands expropriated or resumed to exccute a transfer there-
of, and a provision in an Act requiring an owner to transfer upon payment of
compensation does not apply to cases where land is autborized to be taken under
a4 reservation in a patent, or under a statute, without any compensation,
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The interesting and exceedingly 1ustructive series of lectures delivered in
June last, before Trinity University, Toronto, is now republished in full in the
Historical and Political Science Series of the Johns Hopkins University, of
Baltimore. The demands on our space prevent us from reviewing these lectures
in this issue, bat we purpose referring them in our next number.




