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of the daily journaîs. The suggestion that a RAILWAYS'I IN.ÎURIo)USLY AFpBCTBD -R S. are fz659
body of gentlemen must necessarily have The words 6cinjuriously affectedar od
been biassed by political considerations in in this connection inl our R. S. O. 15,whatever they have done or flot done as 7. The ~ud nwihtepaniSca*~Benchers of the Law Society, isic to url dt e"nuiuî fethed plit" f co'

jok, ad aveybd oe. I is weo veture Wakr e t h e"ijrosyat ete cdon-and ridiculous to be taken seriously. It is a Ry. v. akrwrta h railway wrasjok, ad vey ad ne Itwil, e entrestructed in such a way as to ru lrcYto say, find littie favour at Osgoode Hall, across two streets, one on the n~orth anh therwhere those Who in politicaîmratters are incîîned on the south of the property onfl 'h hi

to Conservatismn will be disposed to say, Save cotn.ml sod wihha o
us fom or fiend! >or ourselves, as a the special and only meanogf aesterlegal journal, we have no more to do with from to the principalthrghreftedipoiisthan the Man in the Moon or the trict, and had thereby rendered it1 es goiny

Benchers of th a oit.that ail catcrigsadpasseflger oto or froin the plaintiFfs works shul90bcon longd gotur bYn eti nwsresOANOTHER case of petty pilfering at Osgoode alnedeoraoncrtine srOHall has recently coeto our notice. It which, moreover, the gradients were considerappears that a few days ago a mnember of the aby steeper than those of the formier streeid
thus obstructed. The House of Lorshprofession left a neck-tie and scarf pin of that, under these circumstances, the proPertysome little value on, the mantel-piece ini the o nuiUl fetd

t h e e , t h t o u h h e m a n e l p i c e w a Oi f t h e p l a i n t i ff s- w a s -r dsro u l hfc e dinner barjiisters' rooni in the Chancery wing, wjthjn the ineaning of the RailwaY Act, Forupon going into Court, and on bis return the defendants, it was contendede that cOfl-found that, togth atlpeewsti pensation was excluded b y Caledoflhat RYthrteneck-tie and pin were not. -Even 
do Rv.e 0the halls of justice are flot sacred to the Gov Ogly, Macq. 229, an hiIe_AI rp)lan, Ry., L. R. 2 Il. 1. 17 5 0 r of

sneak-thief, and until somne of the more mili- the plaintiffs relied on MetropoZtan adtant members of our body consent to practise Works v. McCarthy, L R. 7 H. L 243-sentry duty at the entrance to the various These three cases, with others, are thereforebarristers' mons, it is bard to say how such discussed at length in the opinions of theïfincidents can be prevented. No doubt a few îordships. Lord Selborne says of theT:-full privates of the Queen's Own or Tenth ccAll the three decisions appear to mie tO beRoyals posted, with ahl tbeir armour 0on, ifl capable of being explained and justified upofldifférent parts of the buildings might prove a consistent principles ; the propositions whichremedy, but it is the only one we càn sug- I regard as having been established by therngest. Meanwhiîe, those who will play the and by another judgmnent of ou, lordship5 iniconfidence game for their own amusement thîe the case of Ilammersmélth R' Co' V. .Brafld,'must take the consequences. L. R. 4 H. L. 17j, being these :-I. W

right of action whih would have exitd if
he work, in respect of which comipensation

RECENT ENGLJSZJ DECISIONS is clairned, had not been authorized by Par-liarent, would have been mnerely peroa>Proceeding with L. R. 7 App., at P. 259 without reference to land or its incidents,is a very important case on the meaning of compensation is not due under the Act ; es-"'injuriously affected " as applied to lands in tablished by Ogilvy"s case, 2 Macq. 229.Acts relating to railways, viz., Cakedonian Ry. ii. When damage arise not Out of the execu-Go. v. Walker'Is Trustees. tion but only out of the subsequent use of the


