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“In the corrupted currents of this world,

Offence’s gilded hand may thrive by justice ;

And oft 'tis seen the wicked prize itself

Buys out the law. But ’tis not so above—
g There is no shuffling there.” . .
Whice ¢ase before us is there no way of obtaining the recission of the grant 03?’
Is the 200,000 worth of property are said to have been obtained fo%‘ $50]ue
by thre N0 mistake as to the property, N0 concealment of knowledge ofllts v;eld
t ati(e, Srantee, no fraud which vitiates everything? The Roman law hed
Aw, fon to'the extent of half the value to be sufficient, and though our tn'll;)sa .
thyy v Unded more on trading principles, d~0es not go so fal_’, I thinkits ld }I,s
$20. Y gross inadequacy may afford evidence of the existence of fraud. J
0 8»090 Obtained in the manner reported by the committee for $500 suﬁicxer; l}:
Existg Madequacy? If English law affords no remedy in such a case, o q
wy, and our lawyers cannot find it, So much the worse for the law a}nk
if o ?irli’ and Mr. Blake’s purifying Bill is the more urgently necessary {lt:"r:)r
wh ey ¢ °§Se had been referred by Hamlet’s father to his Lord Chance ;e’d
Kip °T might there be the proper authority, and he had repo_rted no rer th};,
State oamlet would have thought and said there was “ something rotten 3&

enmark,” which must and should be cured.
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' gra'A Valued correspondent has called our attention to an error in tl’m,e last }I:ari;
) ‘O‘f the article on the ‘“ English Ceremonial on Taking lek. Ith n(iuof
tliis.o The Oaths Commissioners recommended that in altering threte (;)zvhere
Markeq *the words ‘unless with license of Her Majesty’ should be inse

"
.

NorE:IPLOYERS’ LiaBiLiTY.—The state of judicial opinion on the quezzf!:hv:hé?‘:

. . . . . n

Ploye,. 31 precludes himself from recovering against his employerﬂllle Bills of Sale
0

Aot s Liability Act is becoming as embarrassing as t.hat upon S eomaine,
Wy It will be remembered that the famous decisionin Thomas V- Q: e
' tigy ” Unfortunately, did not go to the House of Lords, left the law mk i
| & t’has Put by Lord Justice Bowen: ‘‘Itisno doubt true that the :oli ence
" g,  Part of the injured person which Will prevent him from allegf;lgtn tgh eg e
cl“si € a knowledge under such circumstances as leads nece'ssartx) y.tOObserved
: i‘n n t.hat the whole risk was voluntarily incurred. The max1m, e ltain condi:
tiong Stenti non fit injuria, but volenti.” Then, after referring to cer o e in
" l{’t € Lord Justice concludes: * Knowledge is not a conclusive enee
‘ ‘b“to’ Ut when it is a knowledge under circumstances that leave x;o rence
%m Re, Viz,, that the risk has been voluntarily encountered, the de enze "
: B,y ® Complete, » That was the view adopted by Lord Esher and Lor ]qs ice
" the other members of the Court. Lhe decision has been Very much can-




