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different conclusion, and held that the husband had acquired a

legal titie to the fund and that the society having acquired that

title without notice and having obtained a stop order were entitied

to priority over the partieF -claiming under the Ketubah. This

point, however, wsnttaken before Byrne, J. l

To il/e Editor, CANADA LAW JOURNAL:-

SIR,-l take the liberty of disagreeing \with that august

authority, the Lord Chief justice of England, in his condemnation

of that word " practically." "Practicallv al" i-neans so nearly al

that what is left is too little and insignificant to be considered and

appreciated ;and the old legal maxiiia de minimis non/ curai lex
mnakes it a pecuiiarly apposite and expressive legal phrase, and it
cannot be construed to mean "not ai] " in any fair legal sense.

A. L. Y. I

[His L.ordship would not probably quarre] with the above. He

wvas referring, doubtless, to the use of the w~or'i in other senses, such
as suggested iii the note referred to. Er. C. L. J.].

To the' Ediior, CANADA LAW~ JOURNAL :

SIR,-The w'riter and possibly others amnong vour maniy
readlers would be interested in soi-ne expression of opinion as to
the discrcditable state of affairs conîiectcd %vith cloction trials and
the practice of "sawing off " petitions. There should be soine
legisiation to put an end to this abuse of the process of the
Couirts. Us'ÏE.

[W'e publishi in our editorial colunins an article on the above ~ ~
Subject which makes sorne valuable suggestions. tis t 'm the

Pet, of one wvho being an independent politician, as also a lawyer,T
is well qualified to deal with such i atters. El). C. L. J.] .¼T ,T
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