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DIEISENTING JUDGMENTS-

Crapich,'s Reports: " The majority ofthe Court is of the opinion, &c." " TleCourt, with the exception of two judges,have corne to the conclusion,"' &c. Dis-sent, whlich implies discord, was not al-
lowved to Mar the influence 0of the Court.
Prom ineu[ce wvas not gi yen to the variousopinions fof the members of the Court,'but empliasis was laid upon the judg-
Ment of the Court. The decisiori wasgiveln andi the reasons for it, but not the rea-sons against it, andi even the names of thedissentient jutiges were supl)ressed. Bysncb a course, we are persuadeci that theCourt at Ottawa will gain in strengthandi dignity, andi secure the respect andconfidence of inferior tribunals.

PURNJISHED APALTIIENTS.

"Idon't see that law ruhhish is worsethon any oither sort. It is 114)t so ba<l asthe ruhbis-I)y literature that îpopi chokc.their minds with. It doesri't mnake one80 duil." This sapient remar< of Mr.Liex Gascoigne (o11e of George Eliot'slatest friends) is the excuise for the ap-pearance, at this season of rubbishymagazine articles, Of this oula podrida ofcases.
Many a young bachelor, antimn

Young feme sole,is j ust now conteînplating
the advisabiîity of taking a furnishetibouse, or, at the least, furnished apart-inents. To such young people we wouldextenti the following words of ativice,,warning anti information, baseti uponthe experietîce of bygone days.

lmprixnis: to, avoiti all possibility offuture disputations with -the owner ofthe furnisheti lodgings or house (as thecontract co ncerning theru i8 one conceru-
ing an interest iii landis, within the pur-view of the Statute of Frauda) it is welto follow Mr. Woodt'all'a ativice, andihave the agreement reduced to black and
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FURNISHED APARTMIENTS.

white. In it should be specified the
amoutit of rent, the time of entry, the
length of notice to quit required and
any other necessary l)articulars ; and do
flot neglect to have affixed a list of the
goods and chattels in the apartments
(Woodfall, Landiord and Tenant, 8th
Ed., 173>.

lTis weIl to see that the taxes and the
rent (unless the landiord owns the house)
are paid tip and are likely to be kept 80,
for one's own personal belongings will
be liable for his rent and taxes ; unless,indeed, thec local habitation chance to bein New Englaîîd, New Yoï'k, or someone of the other States of the Unionwhere the power of distress no longer
exists (Parsonîs o11 Contracts, vol, il.,

O1) f course a man does îlot take
match with 1dm except his books, buthi.s wife takes lier clothes, hier cat andlier birdl, and nione of these are exempt
fromn a landlord's warrant. XVearing
apparel ran filt he seized for (lebt, but iteau be for ren't, unless in actual use.
MIr. Baynes helped to decide this point.
In 1794 lie was oight weeks in arrear for
hiQ furnished lodgings, 80 a bailiff ap-
peared on the boards, andi took bis rai-
ment and that of Mrs. B., although part
of it was actually in the wash-tilb at the
time, and Lord Kenyon, before whom
the matter came, saiti that it was alI
right (Baynes v. S'ith, 1 Esp., 206). The
saine judge, in another case, aecided that
a landlord could take the clothes belong-
ing to a man's wife and children, while
they, the clothes screens (as Carlyle calîs
them), flot the clothes, were in bed, and
which the bipeds-thus left naked-
were iii the daily habit of wearing, on
the ground that they were flot in actual
use (Binset v. Caldwell, 1 Esp., 206 a).
As fpr the cat, Coke àsaid :Lges ago that
îumies could rot be distrainet, becaue
in them no man coulti have an absolute
and valuable property; but that reason


