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Rovieva and Notices of Books#~
Th l' Cu/'nstimfmfnn A ct, is92, an~dth eid

~St!!ultes of OfflaiP~( ý,1887), C- 135, cvmwiny kiincii as Lil
Camp bell's A cI, with copious notes. 13% George Smith
Holmested, uf Osgoode Hall, l4arrister-at-Law, Toronto.

The late-'Lord Brattl%%elI r.ould never sec any injustice ini the
-doctrine of - common emplovinent,- and he Nvas a judge, onie

31 hose judicial qualities %vas st-ong commtun sense. -o~e
\vhetlier jiist or unjust, the cornmon law on thle sobjcct ~a
intelligible it w~as logical to say that a servant had, for hiý;

wages, parted \vith any rights; Nhich lie \vould have had in respect
k of injuries caused by the neglige.ice of an\- one in the employnient

of his master. We are lving, however, in tirnes of social up-
heaval, and one of the signs of it is that o>f continuai pressure Ik11the - workingman -for class legisiation. \Vhether lie really ha,
benctited bv what he lias obtained in that wivis dotibtfiil ;it Is

e("- Ldlv so \\vhetliei t.Lss legisiation of any kind benoŽits tboSt' fi)r
'hoîit is intended. Soine people are unkind enough to sa\

X that the lim-vers get ail tlîe l>enefit.

sted's valuable annotation of tht \Vorkmni's Compensation forw

Injiries Act, 1892. 'l'le Emplovcirs' Liability Act. uSo f thu
Imperial Parliamient, was, in effect. re-euacted by the 0ri;ariýý
Lugjýisiature in i8,6 - but, dlthouigh more thari once amnding

.\tswre introduced into the E nglishi fouse, they have, as yt
* *t ~failed te become law there. The Ortario Legisiatture, however.

taking up one of thie Inglish amen 'ing Acts passed it into law
in i891, and last year consolidatedi the two Acts.

This year the samne Legislature has -gone back on its
record, bv excluding farmers froni the pvovisiovs of the Act-
î%hv, it is ciifficult to coilceive. Farmers noNvadays largely uise

agricultural inipflenients, and sliould flot bc ex#-tipt froîn anv
liability imposod on other employers of labour

\Ve have said that the doctrine of - (connon einployrnent -' is
intelligible. WVe wish we could say the saimue of the legisiation,
%~hich lias, amongr other niatters, altered it ;it is, on the con-
trarv, in t-aaiy ways obscure. Of' the principal Act, it has beeti

said that it has resuited in a "sinigularly iniricute and clilisy


