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The Toronto Mail estimates that the average income of
Iawyers in that city is $600 per annum. As a good many
law'yers are known to inake more than $600 a year, it
follows that many must make ]ess or nothing at all.
Those who clamor for making admission to the profession
more easy should note a fact like that stated aboye. Theprofession is flot prosperous anywhere just 110w. In1En)gland there are cornplaints of diminished earnings,and in France, judging from the following extract takenfrom the London Daily Telegrapit, the condition of things
is no0 better :

«"Many barristers complain continually that the profession is flot whatit onlce was in the matter of fees; that the few clients who love litigationare flot so liberal in their disbursements as they oughit to be. Hard astheir lot may seem, it je preferable to that of thieir breibren in Paris,judging bv the resuit of an investigation which a French contemporarybas been making into the fées legally ciaimable by barristers there.Froin the taxed bill in a cause célèbre recently heard in the Palais deJustice, it appears that the fée allowed to the leading counsel of thesuccessful litigant in a case which Iasted two or three days waa fivefrancs, or the princely suni of 4s. 2d. The advocate was al8o an ex-Minister, wluich did flot make any difièrence in the fée, and after lie hadmade bis brilliant oration he found himseIf compeIled to fight a duelbecause of some ex parte statement contained in it-ail for the legai fesof 4s 2d., duly taxed. 0f course, the barrister did flot content hirnselfwith the honorarium allowed by the law, but apparently the rest of thesuni with which bhis services were rewarded came out of hie client's ownpocket."

MAGISTRA TES' CASES.
Gruelty fo animals-The Check Rein.

In the IRecorder's Court, Montreal, April 13, the Society forthe Provention of Cruelty to Animais, prosecuted Mi». JamesLowry, for alIeged ci'uelty to a horse by the use of the overdraw
check rein.

Mr. L. T. Marechal and Mr~. Peers iDavidson appeared for theprosecuting Fociety, and Mr. St. Jean anld Mr MeCoi,'mick, Q. C.,were for the defendant.
In1 opefling the case Mr Davidson observed that the proceed-ings were taken undei- the Crizninal Code, sec. 512> sub-sec. (a), and


