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We notice that a book is nowv in the press on Comnpany
Law in Canada by Mr. MNasteni of the Ontario Bar, which is
to contain the various Domninion and 1-rovinicial statutes govern-
ing companies, with, references ta the corrcsponding provisions in the
Iniperial acts; Notes of the Canadianl and sorne of the leading
IEnglish'and American decisions on thc more important branches
of company law~, with F, number of practical forms. We have

received some of the adv'ance sheets frorn the publishers, the
Caniada Law Book Company, and the appearance of themn augurs
well for the usefulniess of the work.

'Ve have inucli pleasure in accediiig ta the request of the
Secretary of the Amneriran Bar Association to refer to the resolu-
tion adopted at their ai-ii,.al meeting on August 29. as to the late
Lord Russell. It speaks of his brilliant career and the highi office
which lie so wvorthily filled, and recalls 6'the noble address wvhich
ie delivered to this Association in August, 1896," and expresses
the sympathy of the members of the Association with the Benchi
and Bar of England in so great a loss to the profession. Another
minute of the sanie Association adopted at the sanie nit >tng
refers to the banquet giveii in London in the ancient Hall of the C
Middle Temple by the Bench and Bar of Eniglatid to their brethiren
of the Bench and Bar of the United States, and places upon record
the Association's hearty ackntoNl-edginent of this fraternal act and
a cordial recipr"---tion of thé sentiment wvhich prompted it.

A LA W REFORMER. P

The Police Magistrate of the City of Toronto has recently fromi"
hiis seat on the Beiîch delivered himself of some very remarkable
utterances. It is iiot a pleasant duty toi criticise adversely onie who
holds a judicial position, especially when hie is an esteemed friend k
and a wvorthy and useful citizen; but, as he deals with the legal
profession in a rnanner which ive conceive to be wholly unfair, a iw à
duty seenis to be cast upon us to take up the gauntlet,

It appears that a client of a solicitor made a charge against the
latter of theft, on the groind that lie had retained for costs a large
portion of a sumn of nioney which she said lie had received on lier
account. It is surprising how snch a matter could ever have coi-ne
before a criminal tribunal, and this in itself wvould seern to be anZ.
abuse of the process of the Court; but however that ma~y bx, the


