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i e EXaminations before Easter Term of the [aw Soc%ety and Lalw Sc:llog}
the oW in Progress, and judging from the number of candidates, the lengt o
be‘Dapers given, and the energy displayed by the students, the exammers' vs;1i~
d: o “Ised in €Xamination papers for several weeks to come. About zo}()) c‘;]nst-
Yetes Presenteq themselves for examination, of whom 53 .haw.a taken the fir y
yar Mination ip the Law School, and 58 the examination for 1.:he secc:in
ﬂ:ar’ 3 of whom wrote for honours. In the I aw Soc'xety Examma?xons un fe;;
th:() CUrriculum, there were 28 candidates for the Fjrst Intermediate, 31 s:t
for 4 coond Intermediate, 26 for Solicitor., and 29 for B:'lr. The Pap::rsd ot
the © Students in the Law School contain twelve questions e?ach, instea o
y *ven Set to candidates under the Olq curriculum. The mcreas_e tmt e
th:lber of Questions, and the care required in making tl:le papers a falbrI est of
®Xa; kflomedge of the student and the work of the Law School, the douk e sle of
On tn}llma ion Papers to be prepared, and the large number of new works P ;?'t
- of the list for €Xaminations, have added g_reatly to the !a,bour and responsi tx:) I)ll
8ty . Miners, They complain very Justly of thg madequate remunelr)atln-
tialnte .M for their work, and we think they are fairly entitled to a substa
i ion ¢4, the sum at present allowed them
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ex;

t i j i d before
't at Ht’;eCOurt of Appeal has lately delivered judgment in the cases argue

YW, Preceding sittings. Among the more important decisions are: {Q;gt&:;
"°id ellmgto"’ where a tax sale and conveyances thereunder were se}t{ asi >
0y 3gaingt the claim of the Crown as Mortgagee _of the lands; fﬁez{zzart t(;
‘acquo'no % in which the question of what is possession of lands.su Cc‘:len ¢
v C:l‘e title under the Statute of Limitations ig discussed; Herr Pmnot Ozﬁeys
i% t";"al B“”ky Where it was held that the bank could noi{ follow as trust m oui’lt
® hangg of the company the amount of overdrafts in the prxva;tehaclt): nt
ain Persons who were directors of the plaintiff company and of the Cz‘an ;
‘" adler, which involves the construction of g Crown patent; and fz:;l;]z
g, arns. p the latter case the court, sustgimng the Judgment omen:
: ec;e ' iVisional Court, were unanimously of opinion thatalocai'lmpr;\:ne t
ltr‘I’l‘ovz}?ged Upon the lands in q,uestion.tO defray thz.a expens;s o gt is;n s
qefend:nt?n; undertaken by the Municipal Corporation, on the pe s

Others, was an incumbrance for which the plaintiffs were entitled




