
We have yet ta learn that there àa any ruie of etiquette, or pro-
priety, 'which demanda that such criticism, should he withhéld.
until it ia ascertained whether ail poaaibility of appeala have
been exhausted.

It is asa ta bc remembered that solieitors are officers of the
court, aii(ý have a duty in that regard as well as a duty to do the

* boit thej7 ean, within professional limita, for their clients. Thoy
should, at ail times, aid the court in coming to a proper and
fair conclusion, even thaugh in* se doing they might seemn te
bo dislayal ta their clients. If this be se, surely it ia proper
and right that a legal journal should act au an amicua eurioe,
and we venture to think that thia is in the nature of a duty,
rather than something to bo deprecated. We are sure judges
are alwaya glad of any light that might: bc thrown on any diffi-
cuit point of iw.

In conclusion, we need scarcely rernind our readers that judg-
menta of trial judges as ~1as of Divisional Courts are con-
atantly criticized in the English legal journala, and no objec-
tion is taken.

THIE LIBERT'Y OF THE SUBJECT.

The opponents of vaccinat -~n and inoculation are Up in
arma over a bill introduced iuta. the Ontario Legislature.. which
contains some very stringent and moat objectionable provisions.

Not being a medieal journal it ila noc in our province to dis-
ess inedical inatters; but the propo3ed interference with the
lbert.y of the subject niakes us froe ta refer ta the bill.

teprovince is at sonie :ppo.nted tinie within three manths

for the purpose of b:ing vaccinated. The father or m:th:r not
afe itai ith th aee rovsion ito a rpeneal nrtîteeinr

Anather provision is that in every tinncipality where smail-
pox exista, or where, in the opinion of a le, al board of heuith, it
la ln danger of breaking eut, ail inhabitants, who have flot been


