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of the discussions and decisions is too
doubtful ta be stated. here, but is attempted
to be ascertained below." Then foliows
a long, note of considerable historie inter-
est, but net of mucili practical value.

The next division of the work appears
with a dissertation Il as ta the kcinds or
purposes of criiminte ombinationis." These
he sub-divides as follows:

1. Comobinations ta criminel conspir-
acy, properly so caiied, within the mnearn-
ing of the ancicut ordinances of con-
spirators.

2. Other combinatietis expressly pron-
hibitcd by Statutes nov. in force.

3. lThe rule of the seveuteenth century
thiat conibination for any crine is punisli-
able.

4. The question of' a xider rtile.
5. Combinai ions îgi ,~ ovet-rent.
6. Comibiniations te prevcent ordïa

justice.
7. Combinations against puiblic mrais

and decency.
8. Camubinations ta defraud.
9. Corabinatioîs to injure people oth-

erwise than by fraud.
10. Combinations re1atin, ta tiade and

labor.
11. Lori Pi îan's aiitithcsis.
In cd c1ass lie exaumines chrono-

iogical]y the difi'erent ca.qes that coin(
under the c]ass. This lie lias doue,
with mucli siuccinctness and abiiity.
The graduai expansioni of the law with
the growth of society is al)ly illustrate(l.
He deals roughly with Lord flennian's
antithesis, viz., ''Conspiracy coîîsists in
the cambination for accanîplishing an un-
lawful end or a ian fi end by unlawfui
means." Ife says that it was inventenl
by Lord lienman ta express the very
opposite of that for wlîich it is sometinies
cited, anid points out that in 1839, wheîî
Lard Denman's aovn phrase was attemnpted
ta be used before hiim as cantaining ai
definîtion of what combinations are crim-
inal, hie said, 'Il do nat think the anti-
thesis was very correct." 'And again in
1844, wvhen the attempt was repeated, ho
explained the mneaning of the phrase as
being a limitation and not a definitian, by
the observation, "lthe words ' Éit least'
should accornpany that." Ife points ta
other cases where the alle-ed definition
when applied ta the touahstone of exper-
ience utterly failed te act as a definition,
and concludes this interesting chapter

xvith the cutting remark that Ilan expreî'
sion caunot be the definitian of a COfl-
spiracy, the defining part of which 'ý

itself so devoid of definiteness for the
purpose for which a definition is i.equired."

The rext division of the work treats of'
the act of combination. The autiior be-
- ins this section by stating that IleverY
crime cansists of a state of intentionalitY
-some formn of intention or of carelessý
ness-and an overt act or omiission topt
form a duty." H1e then procecds to the
discussion of wvhat Il over act will suf-
lic"e." In this lie takes a very Wv1de
ranze, quoting not oni1Y cases decîdet i 1
England, but 1referriîîg to the 1avs, Of

IScotlaiid, France, Belgiuim, North Ger'
rnany, JhaiAustria, I{olland, JtalY,
British.India, I-iited States, and (çsnada,

His reference ta thec law of Cailade
(taken by tlic way, from the dictum Of a
Lower Canada Judge) is not very hapPPY
It is as follows: "Blv the common lawV, as
it is intcrpreted in Canada, accor(ling tO
recent Canadian xvork, (larke'sCiana
Law, 18 72, P. 40 1, 'a conspiracy is an 4agree-
ment iiy two or more ta do or cause to be

lotie an act probibited bv penad laW, "'
ito 1)rev(ent the doing of an- act ordlailled

i*inudor legi sanction, by any mins what-
ever ; or ta dIo or cauise to be doue9 an
aot, %vhietlher lawfi or not, by inca"', prO'
llilited by )eiiai ian',' Rry~. v. IBo'j. i

*(.J.93, per i riîmrnond, J. Tii defiffU
tion of M 1r. J ustice I rumnmond is cer
tainly open to the objcction tliat it Mwants

deiintenes. Bt those who kçnOW y!"
,Tustice Pi )nniond wiil not lic suirprisen
to learii that lie bias not succeeded Wl*to
Lord I)enrnan failed, that is ta SaY,
-iviii<' a (lehunition of Criminal ConsPîr

acsufficientlv cmrl eie and yet

situfliciently accurate to emnbrace 01 ail s'
and noue but suait cases as in J,1w croate

the criminal otience.
The author concludes his work bY

staternent tbat the uises in corniflc oaf
of the doctrine of tiai criminaîîty
agireement are of the following kinldsa
subject ta the foilowing limitationls-

1. Its princip)al function is that - a
gyenerai auxiliary to ian', creati-ng Partie
lar crimes. t

2. In some cases it May be propor t
treat the agtreement for a minor 0 f
as so alte.ring its quaiity and inischie t'0
ta make it a fit abject for punishIle'
a crime.
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