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diflicult to undersfand exactly
wliat tlie learned Judge means.
If lie intends to convey the im-
pression that wlieie a jury of lay-
mdie, possibly syinpathetic, assess
tlie damages wliicli a poor plain-
tiff lias in fact sustained, tlie lia-
bility in law of the defendant
should be decided, not according
to the ideas of law of the Judges
eonstituting the Full Court for
the time being, but upon elce-.
inosynary principles, few per-
sons will, we think, agree wîtli

Equity and Conveyancing.
"Ne sutor ultra crepidam"' is

a niaxini of grreat value 'when
applled to tliedrafting of Acts
of Parliament; but liowever
skulled the original cobbler rnay
be, lie sliould beware lest Parlia-
ment inferfere wvifl bis shili.
The late Mr. Brodie is said only
to hiave consented f0 draw tlic
Fines and Ilecoveries Act on flie
uuderstanding tlîaf neithler
brandi of flie Legisiafure should
tamper with a word of flie bil
as drawn by himself; fthe xnost
enterprising Mf.P.'s of that firne
lîad fo keep in chieck tlieir know-
ledge of conveycng andfli
result of giving au expert a free
heand was wliat is probably, con-
s-idering- the complexity of the
subject, the best drawn A.ct of
ainy time. 11f Mr. Wolsfenholme
had made a similar stipulation
,witlî reference to flic Conveyanc-
ing Act, 1881, fliere would pro-
bably have been less need of
juldicial inferpretat ion of thaf
statute; whule a safisfactorv
M1arried Women's IProperty Act
seems a fask as far sui!passing
the -wit of ma,,n as a worliable
Tilome Rule bill. But perbaps
f lie most colossal series of legils-
lative blunders over a simple

matter lias been acliieved byv
wliat are alwsays linown as Lockeý
King's Acts, thougli tliey now
have a stafutory Ilshort tif le,"e
and can be cited as "lThe Reidl
Estate Charg-es Acts, 1854, 1867
and 1877 "1-popular tifles, liow-
ever short, being apparenfly con-
sidered beneafli the dignity of an
Acf 0f Parlli-aienf. The exýzploit
of driving coachies and liorses
abreast flirougli these unliappy
Aýcts lias for years been the
source of mucli innocent merri-
ment to flic guileless equify prac-
fitioner. Tliey did not apply fo,
leaseliolds; a general direction
fliaf debfs slild be paid ouf of
personal est afe was a declara-
f ion of a confra,,ry intention.; flie
provirions as f0 a vendor's lien
only covered tlic case of land
purclîased by a f estafor, and not
fliaf of an infestate. Even affer
a horde of judicial decisions, and
fwTo amending, Acts, a statut e
f lat shaîl be consolidafing and
really aînending is urgenfly need-
ed f0 codify the law. If noNN
appears fliat wliere an annuity
is granted by deed containing a
covenant to pay and -a charge 0f
the annuity upon a freeliold house
devised f0, frustees for a f erm f0
secure tlic annuify, witli powers
0f distress and cntry, flie deed
constifutes an equitable charge
-wifhîin flic meaning of tlîe Acf of
1877. But if took flic Court of

Appea-,l to, decide ftie point-tîc
grudfor the decision being

f-liat flic house was made security
for a debf by the deed wliicli gave
f0 flic annuitant an equitable in-
terest in flic bouse. - Laiw

Luring to Libel.
.A\ recent case in thie Supreme

CoAurt of New York-Miller v.
Donovan-involved an aftempf
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