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COMMON LAW. | REVIEW OF BOOKS,
Q.B. Erper v. BeavyoxT Nov. 6, 11.°

) Tur Lower CaNapa Jurist. John Lovell, Montreal. $4 per
Bunkruptey—Equitable plea of proof in bankruptey—Effect of  wnpum.
spliting a debt. .

A creditor of a bankrupt may prove for a part of his debt, and
give credit to the estate tor another part, for which he is secured
by a policy ; and n covenant by the bankrupt to pay the preunuws
ou the puiicy as they becowe dug, is a subsisting covennat to pay
the premiums as they become due, after the debtor bus been de-
clured u bankrupt und received lus certificate.

We welcome the commencement of the sccond volume of
this publicatiun.  The promises made when it wan first an-
nounced, hiave bean more than peiformed.  The intention was
1o issue in a year twelve parts of twenty-eight pages each, or
in all three hundred and chirty-six puyzes,  This bax been dune,
and more too, for the first volume contains no less than three
hundred and reventy-six pages, ur furty puges mare than pro-
. ' o 90 mised. The first number of volume 1L, nuw before us, con-
QB ENotaxD v. BLACKWELL. Nov 20 iins in part the report of w very interesting and important

Practice— Bill of sale-—Residence of att-sting wilness. case recently decided in apped, (Wdeox v, Wicox.) In a

By 17 & 18 Vic. cap. 36, tho attesting witness to a hill of histerical puint of view, it is of value 10 Upper, ns much as
gale'is to give his residence and occupntion.  fetd, that luoking Lower Canndians.  Oue and the chief questivn decided 1w that
at the purport of the Act, it i< complied with by the witness giving neither by the conquest. nor by the prochumation of 1763, nor
as lis 1e~idence, the place where he cnrries on bis business, aud by the Quebec Act of 1774, (14 Geo. L. cap. 83,) wasthe law

where he is to be found during the working huwms of the day. England as regards civil rights, intraduced into Canada,  The
judgment of the Court which displays great histaricul resenrch

Q3. Hesery v. Baru axp Qruers. Nov. 9,10, aud kuuwledge of constitutivnal luw, was yead by S L. 1L
Right of unpaid vendor to stop in transitu—Recision of contract— I:tfumnine, Baronet. In ths judgment Justices Duval and
Accrptance by vendee. Caron concurred, and from it Justice Alwyn dissemicd.  The

Where goods have been rent oﬁ'])y an unpaid vendor, and deliv- _iud;:mcl'n ".f lhf" lu.tter is not yet puplished. )Ve Slf"“ when
ered on the premises of the vendee, but ngainst his will, the ven- | we receive it give it more .th.ul ordinary consideration.  The
dor is not entitled to have biek his goods, the vendee becoming a , QUestion m‘\'ul\cd isune which was previvusly tiefue thie Courts
bankrapt, wiiess he demand them before the transitus has deter- ! L wer Canada, in @ case of Strart v Bowman reported in 2
mined und unless beture the vendee becomes banorupt there has & 3 L. C. Repurts.  Then, s now, there was sume difference

been u mutunl recisiva of the contract. lof .upini.‘-n. 'l‘.he truth if that no judgment ein be delivered
| which will satisfy the minds of all men. Opinions pro and
i . pro 3

EX Lig v. Coox Nov. 18. 1¢on have been given by Atturney General Yurke, Salicitur

' General De Grey, Attorney General Thurluw, Sulicitor General
Dustress—Second distress—Remoral of goods by party distrained | Wederhurne, Attorney General Museres, Chicf Justice Hay,

upon after sule. Cand others of the Judges and Crown Law officers of Englund

A bean stack upon the plaintifl s Iand, was distrained for u ?and Cannda, The preponderance of anthority favers the

rate due at the plantitf and sold by nuction.  The plaintift pre- ' opinivn expressed by Sir. L. H. Lafontaine.—[Juu'r Ep. L.J.]
vented 1ts vemoval by the purchaser, ana hineelf took down and -

removed tite beans and the purchase wmouvy was never paid.—
1etd, that a second distress was regular.

i
| 'Tiue Reves, Oroers AND REGULATION® s 10 PRrACTICE AND
¢ Preavinc 1N Tue Courts oF QUEEN'sS Bexci axp Commun

Q.B. Nomu-s v. Inisu Laxp Coxpaxv. Nev. 17 Presg, ror Uprer Caxaba; Under the Comtmon Law Pro-
17 § 18 Vie. ch. 125, sec. 68 —Mundumus—Public duty under| cedure Act, 1856, with Nutes Practical and Explauatory.
Royal Charter—DPersonal interest of platntiff. By Robert A. Huarrison, E<q., B.C.L., Barrister at Law,

This Court will graut a writ of Mandamus to enforce the fulfil- |  Maclear & Cu., Torento.  Price $1.50.

grant, : :
ment of a duty in whfch the plmnm?' 18 personally interested | [ this work Mr. Harrison has given the profession a large
where such duty is not in the nature of a mere persanal contiact 4o, ,ung of information, well and conveniently arranged.
—therefure where a company incorporated by Royul Chinrter. aud , “oppo “areat budy of the rules ure taken from the Englich
bound by their deed of settlement to heep a registor of sharchold-1p 1oy “Many of them have been long in furce in Upper
ers, und 10 enter in such register the unwes of the representatives g 4T L e vaived judicnl expTun(iun both in Eug-
ot deceased sharcholdir, had refused so to do; Ifeld, that this, tand and in this country, and the Reports discluse a host o
Court had power tv graot & writ of Mandamus to compel such | cases. upun their construction and application
Ng':ng'}m' bem%a w. tter in which the pluintff aud the pubhcl In'thig view it was nbviuusrly inf;gm:mt to trace out the
are buth intetested. Py ) ) § N e
arigin of our present rules, and to collect and properly distri-

N T

C.C.T. ReGisa v. ELLEN JoftNsoN. bute the nuirerous cases on each. This it has been an olject

Evidence—Larceny—Proof of intestacy and property in ordinary— i with the nuthor to accomplish, and he hasdune the work well,

. ; Not only are all the cases of impurtance found in the Reports

Abrence of evidence as to majority of urticles specified—Efect of | ;.r(,uwlniy under view, but m:mfy cases decided in our puvm

evidence of intestacy w support «f an vrdictment for larceny " Courts un the Commen Law Pracedure Act are not contained
when the property s lard i the ordinary. * :

. Lin the aathurized Repurts, which 1 ¢
When a count for Inrceny charges the stealing of a great num- ! purts, which are carefully cullected and

. N . N : i in the work.

ber of things, n general verdict of Gailty will be supported by | noter 3 S . .
evidence th!:;nt unf one of the things mcn{ionc«l lias b'cf:u stolen, | ) L"f‘g befure i\llr. II.;.rrlsorE was in any way c""n‘:c!‘“\d with
notwithstauding there i» no cvidence as to the rest. the writer, 1 the cuncuct C the L?’w ‘,'"{r'lgl' the Editura fclt

Where & prisoner was found guilty upon a ¢ unt charging her D 4nd to nutice favourably * parts ™ of his Common L Pro.
with stealing a number of articles alleged to Le the property of | cedure Act, and the writer can sce no good veason for with-
the ordinary and there was cvidence that some of the nrticles hnd  holding au opininn which he believes the Judies and the
belonge:d to an intestate, and that they had been secn and miseed | Profession entertain, viz:—that Mr. Harrisn has displased
after her death, but as to the mjority of the things no evilence , immense industry as well a3 ability and legal acumen in the
was gisen  Held that ns there was evidence as 1o some of the » various legal works he has produced. Ihin chief work, the
things that they were stolen afier the death, the property in them i Commuon Law Procedure Act, would do credit to any legal
was properly laid in the ordinary, and the conviction right. writer. The present work is carefully written, and cuntaing




