
LEGISLIuON or LAST SESSION.

chose to abandon the just line of defence,
for that of unscrupulous attack upon al

who had any, and many who had no
connection with the prosecution, his con-

dnct has been animadverted upon, but

in no inteniperate ternis, by the press, to

w%,hom the character of the English Bar

is very dear. Rad any enterprising
scoundrel been on his trial in the Uinited

States for a fraud of similar magnitude,
and been defended in a sinilarly reckless
style, we make no doubt lie and his
counsel would have hcld a mucli more
honourable place in publie 'opinion than
Orton and Dr. Kenealy do in Engand.

LLEGISLATI0N 0F LAST SESSION.

The Statute-Book of Ontario for 1874
promises to be varied in character and
voluminous in conteift.s. It 'will bulk
nearly as large as the volume for the pre-
vious. year, and in measures of import-
ance the legisiation is in many respects
deserving Of commendation. The con-

solidation of the School Law is as great a

boon to the profession and the public as
the consolidation of the Municipal Law,
and the Administration Of Justice Act of
1873 has its fellow in the Administration
of Justice Act of 1874. Most of the

Statutes of consequence are already
printed in suI)plements of the Oitario
Gazette, and we propose in the present

pape to, c'a11 attention to some changes
in the law effccted by these Acts.

The Act rezpecfing Eseheats and For

feitures does away with the ancient bul
needless ceremony of an inquisition beinc
formally hcld in cases 'where propertý
escheats to the f'rown. Objection ha

been taken to the clause8. in the Act pro
viding that the Lieutenant-Governor il

Council may as,,:gn anY Portion of thi
escheated personal property to any on

having a legal ffl' "irlclaini upon th
person to whom tie same had belonged

But this is in truth only expressing wha

was customarily don .e with the propeeY

when the Crown, after escheat, of its O'W0
motion disposed of it for the benefit O
the relatives or connections of the orie
nal owner. If we mistake not there is %
provision to, the like effeet in the Scotch

law. The Act may perhaps be ufO'"
open to question on Constitutiol81

grounds, as between the Province
the Dominion.

The next Act printed in the Gazefl'

la that of Mr. Bethune for the apporti"O'
ment of rent between the landlord a'

tenant. The principle of the Act igstY

assimilate all periodical payments in t

nature of income, so that, as in the case"

interest, they shaîl be deemed in lasV

accrue de die in diem. Lt is an extelsO0
of the principle of apportionnient alre$d1

recognised in the law of Ontario, to

limited extent, in the case of rent P

and simple, by the adoption of 't'O

Statute of il Geo. Il., c. 19, and , Î

almost a transcript froni the ImPO'
Statute 33 and 34 Viet. c. 35. iJPOJ

the construction of the English ActC f
may be useful to refer to the cases5

CG-apron v. Capron, 22 W. R., 347;,
v. Oyle, L. R., 8 Ch. 192, and Clive
Clive, L. R. 7 Ch. 433.

So far as we have been able to exahi
the Act respecting the ineorporatiol'
Joint Stock Companies, it seems to 0 4
a very considerable advance if poiI3t8
comprehensiveness and completenerS O

any of its nunierous predecessors.
*necessary, if view of the vast develoP"~~

of corporate enterprise in the WLaY
miffing and manufactures, to lave

rlaw more efficient and satisfactory 10'S

s gard to the formation and winding "Po
-Joint Stock Companies, and the s
iquestion seenis to go a long waY

e right direction.
e One great evil of local legislatiof h

e to lias been the facilities 'which it 00

[.and afforded to the passage ofPt

.t Acts. One considerable clieck haS
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