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So procee-dings were comrnced by C. to quiet his titie. During the proceedirigs
he died, and the proceedings were subsequently continued by his representativfýs.
The clîild of B. then appeared as a contestant, and after fighting out th'e question
whether there had been am, marriage between B. andi the widow of C., it w,'S
ultirnately agreed that therc should be a compromise on the basis tilat the land
should he sold, and the proceeds divided in certain proportions " after payrnent
of the costs of ail parties." Fiere agaîn the solicitors of ail parties coîisented
to, and the Court sanctioned, the compromise:- but it very soon appeared when
the costs , rne to be tiaxed, that the iaw-vers in consenting to this arrangement
Nvere mrneI conscuting to divide the procceeds of the litigation between therrnselves,
and still ieavc a large balance of costs, to. be made good b' thiair unfortunlate
clients. And the question natturallv arises, \Vould the Court have sanctioned a
compromise on the consent of solicitors which handcd over to thern the Nwhole
fruits of the litigation. if the wvhole facts hiad bien plaeed bufore themn ?

It is possible that iii this case as ý'n the other which litas [ceen referred to, a
certain ainoint of retributive Justice bias becu doue. I n the f rst case the land in
question hiad been virtually stolen fromn its rightful owîLer k'. the testator, and
in the latter case it woi.ld appear as if the litigation was set on foot Nvith a view
to depriving thc rightfiil heirs of thn deceased of their p)rcpïerty». Certain it is
that where a woman corntes forward to bastardise lier own issue, as the hasis of
proceeding to deprivo thein of propertv, to w.hif legitimnate, they would he
enfitled, even thougl hiber dlaini hi welIl foundedcý(, it cati hard1l' hope to escape
being regaýzrded witl tlîe greatest suispicioni- but even thmugh tlIis retributivc
aspect of the case ilclad mie to enteri, in 1omnevlia lsymvîpithý for sortie oIf
the litigants than wotild othurwise l e the' c;t se. it, niîevîrtlleless, cat n ardly b)e denicd
that it is iinockei- of justice that sich ii resuit cani in .tiiv case be arrived t1
uiuler the forins of law \vitlî îîpunity.

RE('fNT LE(;IsLA J'JO.

Tm, law relatiing ti) B3ills of 1-aditig recied uiî~xtn ied tta h

recent session of the D)omîinion Lugisiatture. 13v 52 Vict., c. 3o, which recites
that k' th(e custoin of m -rchants a bill of Liding is tranusferable b)v indorseineiit,
\vhiertl v thu propirty ini the g w'ds passes ta thc- indor4ue, )u t nevcrtbeless ait
riîgbts in respect nf the contract contained iii the [ill of lading remiain in tlîe
original shipper; and aIso that it frcquently happemis that the goods. in respect
of \vili bis of lading are signed, hav.e not been lailen ou hoard :it is enacted
that the consignîc and e,, erv iudorsee of the bill of i1adiug to whom the property
in the goods passes shahl have v'ested in imi ail such righits of action, and be
subýjeet to ail sncb liabilities in respect of such goods, as if the contract contained
i0 the bill of lading had bcetu made wvith hiînsel, vithout prejudice to the right
of stoppage Mn tasitu, or any right of an unpaid vendor under the civil code of
LoNver C'mada, or an), right or dlaitm for freight againist the original shipper or
owner, or any liability of the consignee or iindors.ee. The bill of lading in the
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