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3. Specific performance of such a settlement is (as always,
Robinson v. Harms, 21 8:.C.R. at p. 397) discretiopary, but (if
otherwise applicable) will be granted, if the seitlement be
reasonably fair and of an entirely ‘‘business’’ sharacter.

4, If, as part of the settlement, the assistanee of the court
be required, such assistance may be refused when, in the opin-
ion of the court, justice requires snch a refusal.

5. Such assistance never has been and should not he refused,
if the settlement be reasonably fair and of an entirely ‘‘ asi-
ness'’ character.

Toronto. CuristToraer C. ROBINSON,

SUBJECT OR CITIZEN—IMPERIAL NAIURALIZATION.

To many persons, the distinetion between the terms ahove
quoted, may se m of no importance or praetical consequence;
yet a right un.erstanding of it is a necessary part of our political
education, and lies at the very foundation of our national
existence.

Craada forms part of a monarchy, not of a republic. It
iz to the Sovereign who represents the state, that our 2" egiance
is due, and it is that personal tie between the Sovercign and his
peopie that makes the differsnce between the subject of a King,
and the citizen of a republic. So long as the monarehy endures
subjects we must remain, nor is there anythiog in the term to
disturb our self-respect, or thresten our liberty. By the theory
of our constitniion, the throue is the fountsin of justice and of
honcur, and it is to the Sovereign that we look for the administra-
tion of the one and preservation of the other. Subjects we are
to our King—that is the cord that binds us together ss one
great fo aily; equal we are to cach cother ia our right to the pro-
tection of the laws whish govern alike the sovereign aps! his
people--in that we have the guarantee of our liberty. Such is
the theory.

Now is there enything in ity resuits which should make




