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EVIDENCE 0F POLICEMEN.
A contemporary reports.the following re-

marks lately made by Lord Chief Justice
Bovili upon the trial of a perjury case at Mana-
chester, the accused being a'policeman in the
Preston borough force -Il 1 think it only
right te state that even in immaterial M5±tters
the police ought to be extremelY careful.
Whother material or. immaterial to the issue,
they are in a position of great responsibility,
and they ought to be inost accurate ini every
statement that they make, whether it is for or
against those whom, thoy prosecute. It is a
great misfortune that very often the conduct
of cases for the presecutien is left to the police,
and I tbiink it right Wo say pnbbicly, and iu
presence of the police, that they can neyer be
teo careful in any case where there is the
sbightest doubt, not to say anything wbich
they do not believe to be the fact, but confine
thensebves strictby and accurateby to what they
see and know. I aise desire to remark pub-
licly that 1 have kuown many instances in
which the police, in giving their evideuce, have
not stated that which is in faveur of the prison-
er; and I wish it to be understood that it la
the duty of the police Wo statç in overy case
not only wbat they know in favour of the pro-
secuitor, but even te volunteer whist they know
in favour of the prisoner. 'That I wish every
policemen to most clearby te understaud ; and
in every instance that has come before me in
which the policeman bas kept back auything
iu favour of the prisoner, I have always en-
deaveured to impress upon those in authority
that is a thing to be discouraged, and that
policemen, iustead of meriting reward for such
conduct, place themselves in a position for
which they ought to be reprimanded. The
police ought to be especially careful in every
instance neyer in any way to depart from the
truthli, and neyer to couceal anything in favour
cf a prisoner."

UTILITY 0F LAW LA&TIN.

Amember cf the General Assenibly of
Rhode Island once meved te translate al
the Latin phrases in the statute se that the
cemmon people could understand them. The
exquisite folby of such a moasure was by no
Ineans Qbviotis te the great body of the Assem-
bby. It was quite as bxkeby te piss as net.
A geod solid argument against it wouid preba-
bly have carried it threugh. The bat. Mr.
Opdyke took the greund that it was ne advan-
tage to have the people understafld the laws.
They were net afraid et anything they under-

stoed. It was these Latin werds tbey were
aftaid of.

"lfr. Speaker, there was a mxan lu South
Kingstown about twenty years age a perfect
nluisance, and nebody knew how te get rid cf
him. One day ho was hoeing corn and h.
saw the sheriff coming with a paper, and
aaked what it was. Now if the sheiiff had
'told him it was a writ, what would ho have

cared ? But ho told him, jtwas cau O 0 à
*atiqfacienjýum,' au4 the man dropp.&,hia ho.
and ran, and has.n0t been beard o f ic.'

Nor has the rooition te translate tho,,ý
Latin words in bhe lstatute been since propos.,,,
ed. -Pumt.ureh' Legal JeurnaL

SIMPLE CONTflLÇTS & AFIFAJR0
0F EVIRY .DAY 'LIVE.

NOTES 0F NEW DECISIONS AND, LEADINGEý,
- CASES.

ttB]-RIUVTO CUT TIXBEL&a-The r,~Pq
land made sevorsi leases of portion@ tjoeo
wherein it waa stipulated that the less. ýshoù1ldi-1
have a right to ouq'the timber theroon ; and thw' i

on their parts covenanted te mako certain irný
provements; the defendant accepted a lease, là
whicb it wau agreed that the lessee aliouldl repder,
up Il improvements, but the lease did not bifld,
hire to make any.

Hfeld, tbat the besse did flot confer a- lght to'
Out the timber standing on the demised promise.,
notwitbs tafldflg the saine wero wild. atid in-a
state of nature.-Goulin v. Caldwell, 18 Ch au.
Rep. 498.

Tusîu» M.%.is.-Plaintiffs sold liquid medi-

dune put up .in botties, labelled IlPerry Davis?'a
Vegetable Painkiller." Defendant sabseque»tly-ý
sold a similar kind or medicine put up in bottesm-
labeiled IlThe Gbreat Home Rem *edy, Kéo e.Irw-
painkiller." Phltintiffs claimed the word "'a
killer " aloue as their trade mark. fl *as roved';¶

that the medicine of plaintiffs wus knewm an
soId in the market by the name of"Plkle,
befJre the defendant's wus lntroduced, and thati
the trade would not bo deoeived. by the çlefen-'-

dantes labels, altbough the general public might,
b. deceived. An irijinctiofl was granted restrak->

ing the use by the defendant of the word "lPain-.
killer " sa a trademak, with aeoount of profit@

and coets.
The right at common law of an allen froud in

respect to tradé marks, stands on the qam

ground as that of a subject.-Dav>i v. Keune,

13 Chan. Rep. 523.

CORPORATION - I5O9RITIONAàltrT O~

JuitsmuicTioN.-A Company iucorporated fut tli6
purpose of iînproving the navigation cfîtieGrau4
River, is bound to exorcise its powo*rwonal7,,
mo as to avoid doing any ennee.s8&rY Injary to
neighbouring propriotors.

The Court wiîî relnctantly interfère with the

Company's disoretion where amongit engineers,

there may bo a digetence of opinion; but as it


