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EJUSDEM GENERIS RULE. î

The rule-or doctrine, as it is oiten called--of ejusdern generis
is flot a rule of Iaw at ail, for is it even emnbodied in any'P
epigrammatie maxim, but is simply à working rule of construction
embodying a particular application of two maxims which are
therrnselves rules of construction-narmcly, 17erba generalia
re8tinguntur ad hobiitalern reï tvel per8onae and Nosc~iur a .sociis.
In plain English, ini construing documents you must always have
regard to the ccntext of any word, and, if generftl words are used, î
you may restriet their rneaning so as to make themn apply to the ý
subject-matter of the document; as a consequence of these rules,
a general word or expression following particular words or expres-
sions mnust often be, if that appears to be the intention gathered
fromn otker parts of the document, restricted in meaning so as to
refer to things of the same kind---ejusdem generis-as are referred
to by the particular words or expressions. This seems a reasonably
accurate way of Ftating the ejusdem generis doctrine as acted upon
at the present day. The rule is certainly flot a principle of Iaw,
nor even to be -applied without reference to the context. To say,
as is said in an Arn encan «case, that " the doctrine of ejiisdem generis
is as rock-ribbed in the law of this State (Missouri) as any principle
ever announced> (Ex parle Neet, 1900, 80 Arn. St. }lep. 638, 4i41)
is going mucli further than English, and probably mnost Ainerican,
lawyers would assent to.

The doctrine, i fact, amounts to littie more tIban a presumnp-
tion to he acted on in construirig documents of every kind. It
ie more often callcd in aid of the intÀerpretation of statutes than
of other documtents, but is also frequently relied on -in regard to
deeds of conveyunces, wills, and powers of attorney. It is under
the doctrine of ejusdern generis that the general words in a deed
or wiII, folloiving an enutneration of particular things or a descrip-
tion of a particular thing, often are so restricted as £b have prac-
tically no meîining at ail, the practice having arir a of. throwing
in these general words in order to guard against accidentai omis-
sions in the partieular enumeration or description. In many penal
statutes the doctrine bas been relied on for restricting general j

words within a narrow comis, but here this restriction seems
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