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out the leave of the court. When the action trates deserve praise for having thus rid their
is for a penalty, or sumn in the nature of a court of those disreputable and very undesir-
'Penalty, other than a penalty in respect of able advocates who infest police courts, Iltout-
any contract, it shall not be necessary to ilg "l for beave to appear.-The Solicitorà'
prove that the absence of the defendant front Journal &~ Reporter.
Inghand will materially prejudice the plaintif __________________

in the prosecution of bis action, and the
security given (instead of being that the de- SIMPLE CONTRACTS & AFFAIRS
fendant will not go ont of England) shahl be0FEVR D YLF.

to the effect that any sum recovered against
the defendant in the action shall be paid, or NOTES 0F NEW DECISIONS AN'îD LEADING
that the defendant shall be render-ed to prison."
On Saturday the nuniber of prisoners was 30, CASES.
of wvhich 21 were committants from county ILLEGAL COXTrt.cT.-Property pledged to the
courts. When the new act came into force keeper of a brothel to secure payment fur wine,
there were 1,34 inmates.-Thte Law Journal. &c., consunied in a debauch in said brothel, catn-

iiot be recovercd by the pledgor of the plelgee.

DISSOLUTION.; 0F CONTRACT BY -Taylor v. Clie8ter, L. R. 4 Q B3. 309.
DEATU. __

MASTER AND SERVA'NT.

Farrow ýv. Wilson, C.P., 18 W. R. 43.

The short point decided in this case is that
the contract of service between a master and
servant is put an end to by the death of the
master.- The general mile on the subject is
laid down in the judgînent of the court-viz.,
"that the deatih of either party puts an end

to such contract for personal service unless
there is a stipulation express or implied to the
con trary."

l'le principle of the decision is not new,
but lias been frequently recognised before, as,
for instance, in Boa8t v. Firth (17 W. R. 29),
where a covenant of service in an apprentice-
ship deed was held subject to the iniplied con-
dition that the apprentice should be in a state
of ability to perforrn the covenant, and it was
held that the illness of the apprentice wvas ant
answer to an action on the covenant. To the
saine effect also are the cases Taylor v. ('aid-
tveli (11 W. R. 726), and Tasiier v. Shepleerd
(9 W..R. 476).

The precise poir.t in question in Farrow v.
WVil8on seeins, however, not to have been be-

fore decided.-The Solicitors' Journal &, Re-
porte~r.

We are exceedingly glad to obs;erve that the
follo%%'ing notice h9s been posted in the Wor-
Ship Street Police Court:

On and after January 1, 1870, no person
llbe perniitted iu any way to practise at tbis

court except those eutitled by law te do se, viz.:
1. Biarrister8.at-Iiw ; 2 Attorneys or solicitors;
3, Persons specially authorised hy statute to
eOnduct certnin cases before magistrates. But
th(' articled clerk te an attorney or solicitor will
býe atllowed to represeut bis principal upout pro-
ducing a writteu request that lie may b.' per-
TOttet to do so, and upon bis sfttisfying the
Presiditig magistrate that the absence of such
80terney or solicitor is unavoidable. This ruie
'W111 be strictly adhered to.

(Signed) C. E ELLISON, Mgirte.
R. M. NFWTON,

This step deserves to be followed in ahI the
Police courts. The Worship Street inagis-

INSURANCE-1. Meat Sbipped nt iarnburgh
for London was delayed on tbe voyage by tein-
Pestuous weather, and solely by reason of such
delay became putrid, and was uecessarily throvrn
overboard at sen. RFeld, not a loss by perils of
the Pea, or witbiu the words -ail other perils,
lOsses, and ini8fortunes," &o., in a policy of
insurance on said meat - Taylor v. Duo 1 'ar,

L. R. 4 C. p. 2o6.
2. Ant assurance company lent W. £1000 on a

mnortgage for that 8uoin d ou a policy on bis hife
for the uamne amouut. wbicb, he effected with thema
for tbe purpose. The policy contained a condi-
tion, that if W. should die by bis own bauds,
&0., it sbould be void, "4except to the extent of
any bonez fide interest therein whicb, at the tiue

of Such death, shoultd be vested in any other
person . . . . for a suffloient pecuniary or other
co)nsideration." W. committed suicide whsule
insane, the policy being still in the bands of the
cOtpany. IJeld, that the company came within
the ahove exception to the condition, and tbat
the policy was valid to the extent of the debt to
them. Te4 mortgage wuss ordered to be re-
8s8igned - White v. Britishi Empire Miulal Lufe
Assjurance C'o., L. R. 7 Eq. 894.

LiBEL.-1. ýt a meeting of a board of guardians
at wbicb reporters were present. a member, E.,
said Ilbe hoped the local press woulI1 take notice
Of this (tbe plaintiff's) very scandalous case,"
and requested tbe chairman, P., te give an ouit-
line of t. P. did se, and said, "I amn glad gen-
tletnen of the press are in the rot, and I hope
tbey will take notice of it."l There was other

language to the saune effect. A correct but con-
densed surnrnary ef the proceedings, conto.iuing
rernark4 deta-matory of the plaintif., wbich were

nmade at tbe meeting, wn8 afrerwards published

inl two local newrspapers. )icld (Excb. Ch. per
KRATINQ, MONTAGUE SUITUI, & HÂANNICN, JJ.,


