
The work contains, flot rnerely law, but good practical suggestions upon th

cond uct of sales, niaking at once a handhook and a book of reference. Un-
doubtedly, there lias been hitherto in this respect a hiatus valde defl-enus in the
legal library, and the author has been fortunate in his choice of a subject, which
will at once engage the attention of every practitioner. We think, moreover,
that those who are led by their interest in the subject to examine the volume.
will find much to reward the eirne thcy spend in perusal, which will be
none the less pleasant in that the style is good and the sentences almost epi-
granitnatic. The author has evidently taken great pains withl his work, which
is excellently done, and will recommend itself to the profession by its own
Meri ts.

MANTO3ASCHOOL CA SE.

To the Jditor of Tlir CANADA LAW JOU'RNAL:

Sii,,-I have setŽn no article iii THuý LAw 'JOUtIr', xi.on the legal aspect of the
zî questions restiltiing froin the decision of tlie j udicial Cominittec of the Pri%-y

Coaiicil. rcad 1w Lord Macritghten, declaring the validitv of the' Manitoba
Schonl Aýct, and reversing tht' uwanîirnous dcecisian of aur Suprerne Court, and

t contrary, I beliiove, to the' opinion of our Minister of justice and the expectatÏon
of oui- Go\,ernînienit. Nor havec 1 seen anv such article iii ativ of Our public
paliers, except a start1ing lettur fronu Mr. Edward Mahonl in the OttaNva citizen
of thu ibîli< \gs litst. ' n this Mr. Niahoti savs:

The whcle controvers), turns upon the construction of section 22 of taie Manitoba Act. 1870,
passed Mien that province %vas entering into our present confederation. That section is as foi-
lows In and for the province the Le-islature (of Mainitobai ina>' exclusively make laws in rela-
nion 10 education, suhIýect and accç,rding in the fi)1lowing provisions :"Nothing in any such law
shaHl prejudicially affect an>- rij4ht or privileige with respect to denoirinational schools which any
class of persons have by lawv or practice iin the province at the Union."'

"Lord Mfacnaghten then proceeds to define what wvas ment b>' the wvord 'practice' in the
aho;'e context. Hlere is what l'e scys

It is ilut. Perhaps, Very easy to define precisely the mieaning of such alh expression as "hav-

ing a i ighlt or privilege by practice,e' but the abject of the enactmnent is tclerably clear. Evidently
the wvord l'prartice'e is flot ta he construed as equivaient ta custom having the force of law. Their
lordship> are convinced that it must have been the intention of the Legisiature to preserve every
legai iimlht or privilege, and ev'ery benefit or advaritaxe in the nature of a riglit or privilege, with
resp~ect to denaninational schools wvhich an>' clabs of perisons practically enjoyed at the time of
the Union.' Talcing the abo.e defluition exactly as t,îe judgrnent puts it, it is clearly and over-
whelining ly dlecisive oi the question.

"No connioversy was raised on the facts as to the status of Roman Catholic separat- achools
at the timie kit the Union. AHl parties to the appeal admitted that in the undisputed evidence
gîven in the case the Roman Catholics supported their own schools, and wele not under obliga-
tion ta and did flot corîtribute to the support of an>' other schoolî. Surely, then, the conclusion
is inevitable fromn Lord Macnaghten's owtn definition as applied to snch a state of facts that the


