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the very full list cf the year 1876. It in,
however difficuit te sSe upon what, princi. e
pie some of thase names have been Iefte
eut and others ixwerted. p

It is an unpleaaant and au ungrateul
iask, but we feel ve oannot b. true to
our mission if we refrain f roin expreuuingo
what vo believe, from careul euquiry, te
be the voie cf the profession on this sub-
jeot. 0f those in the country therQ la little
te be said, except, eni pa4 te expresst
zurprise. at the appearanoe of Mr. 0'Gara,
and the digappee.r*uv cf auch men as
Edward Martin and oethers. As te the
Toronto men the n*Wme cf Mr. J. A. Bovd
strikes everycone sabeing in the rightplo.ce.
In fact, no eue on the list, except perhaps,
Mr. Bethune, by reason of seniorlty,
is more entitled te the honour. But,
when we admit this it, is difficuit te
%eo. why the name cf hi. senior partner,
and senior at the Bar, Mr. J. K. Kerr, in
omnitted. When the latter wus appoiuted
in 1876, he. was thought rather you.ng,
but that la more than four year ago, sud
he has had and still han a very extensive
counsel business. Thon again, if il la de_.
sired te have some cf the younger mem..
bers cf the Ohaucery Bar ou the liI why
insert the name cf Mr. Alfred Heakin,
and beave eut thal cf Mr. Charles Mon.
The former i. certainlY senior, but no oe
would pretend to say that as a cOunsel he
occupies the position which Mr. Mess
doem We are not, howver, cf the num-
ber who think that the distinction should
in this country b. eutirely reserved fer

those who appear much in court in the
conduct cf important cases as senior
(Jounsel. And se if an additional quali-
fication la te ho imported, why give the
distinction te a coenpmratively young soli-
citer, when there are numbers o! mnoh
greater length cf service in quite s large
practice and cf equmlly high standing.

The last name on the liaI suggests re-
fieceions o! another characler. No oue oam

ày that he has beon very long at the Bar,
r that ho han an extensive counsel, or
ven solicitor's business, or han laid the
rofession, under obligation ln a literarY
ray as bave Mr. Leith and others, which
re cosiderformg one claim. for tbe hon-
ur. The appointment of those who Mr

tot entitlcd to the honour is a slap in
ho face te those Who are ý-

W. agre wlth a correspondent one of
;h. mfoet eminezt and highly tespected
ýueen'8 Counsel inOntario, who writes: -
« the list is a conundrum kere, as it wau
ivhere 1 came from.' As snob ,1,we give it
Ip,"0and conclude by quotiugthe further
remarh of our correspondent who* says
bhate "«The Law Joupnal should adyocate
abolishing the irank. No goverumelit cal'
bie trusted with it»

-It wi be seen from the following re-

gulàtiofl5- as te. rank and precedenoe, in
the aaztte in reference t& the recent ap-
Ëôintments that th Dominôn 'Govern-
ment do flot assumie te intesfere with the
right of the Provincial Gïovernhieft to
give silk gowns should such right exist.
They 'would, however, have rauk ouly in
the Provincial Cemrti. ; Thé -question of
precedeuce *fzil hav e to be decided by
the Courts when the question arises:

"R1tak and preeedeno. areccnfewed upoli the
»Woe namaed gentlesws xespetvoly -frm ea
date of thefr appointmeuto in &a Coux$s eotafr
lliied or to b. e"tblisied unàler 1h. authorlty cf
sny Act cf the. pàranext cf Oaaâadî, neit after
tbe followmg- perbca., namely:

",, Thome persoa Who, pdor to the lit day
cf JuIy, 1867, recelved APPointmente as Her
majeity'a ounsel Iearned in the Iaw within any
cf, the loteProvlnoM of Canaa, New Brunswick,
Nova Soctia, I>rfinoedwmi'd JsIand or British
CJolumbia.

ce' Tho. prcu wiic, snce the. firat day cf

July, 1807, *er. appointeti Her Maj4ys Cou-
aem imned In tho la under the Grmtî&mAof the.
Dominion cf Canada.

" Futiermor 'e rank and precdodue ame con-
ferrd tipoti the. gentlemen aboe nmed froma the.
date of thear appuîntmenta in ail Comte in the.
province cf the. Bar cf whlcl tbay are now re-


