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TORONTO, FUNE 15, 1885,
\

of\:{:: }laye not heard very much lately
of o olishing the death penalty in cases
eenlll'der. In Minnesota it has recently

testored. A liberal use of the halter

); s{:dge Lyr_lch made life possible on the

e s m fro‘ntlet.' not many years ago, and
Vil'ame view is being taken in the more

1zed portions of the United States.

|

th:};& world keeps moving on. So far
only Y press only, and until very recently
"eg .ver.y srr‘lall Part of that, has in-
its :ol In pictorial aids to add interest to
sCriptiUmng, to add subscribers to its sub-
el on list, or to convey information.
of ¢ ;St departure, fo_r some one or more
the Cereasons aforesaid, is on the part of
wi ntral La:w Fournal, which leads off
a‘“tho: portrait of. the well-known legal
< Joel. Prentiss Bishop, and in a
linea,guent issue portrays the less comely
residents of Mr. Brc?adhead, the first
tion, ent of the American Bar Associa-
We confess that we received a
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shock at the time, but Indian imperturb-
ability becomes the man of the last half
of the nineteenth century—expect any-
thing, and be surprised at nothing.

Tue defeat of Mr. Justice Cooley who
was recently a candidate for the Supreme
Bench of Michigan has again brought
into prominence, not to say disrepute, the
elective system. Judge Cooley is said, by
an exchange, “ as a constitutional lawyer,
to take rank by the side of Story and
Marshall; as a writer upon constitutional
law he is superior to Story. His legal
judgments surpass those of Story in
brevity and diction; they equal those of
Marshall in diction and massive reason-
ing, and greatly surpass them in learn-
ing,” etc. Yet this eminent man and
jurist of world-wide celebrity was defeated

“« by a political combination having at the
| head of their ticket a man unknown to the

legal profession outside of Michigan.”

Frowm the case of the Bank of British
North America v. The Western Assurance
Co. recently heard by way of appeal from
the taxation of the local taxing officer at
Brantford, it appears that the Legislature
have not succeeded in giving unlimited
powers over counsel fees to the local tax-
ing officers, as was possibly intended by
48 Vict. c. 13, S. 22. That section pro-
vides that “ subject to any rules of Court
which may hereafter be made in this be-
half, the deputy clerks of the Crown, local
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masters of the Supreme Court, and local
registrars respectively, shall, in actions
begun or pending in their offices, be en-
titled to tax all bills of costs, including
counsel fees; subject only to appeal to a
judge of the High Court.” This, the
Chancellor held, does not give the local
officers power to allow increased counsel
fees beyond $20 to senior counsel and
$10 to junior counsel. Whenever in-
creased fees are sought the fiat of one of
the taxing officers in Toronto must be
obtained, as prescribed by item 164 of
the tariff. We understand that the tax-
ing officers in Toronto have come to the
conclusion not to grant any fiats for in-
creased fees except upon notice to the
opposite party.

ADMINISTRATION OF REAL
ASSETS.

A BiLL has been introduced in the
British House of Commons providing for
the administration of real assets. The
bill provides that “ when any person shall
die seized of, or entitled to any estate or
interest in any lands, tenements, or her-
editaments, corporeal or incorporeal, or
other real estate, whether freehold, copy-»
hold, or of any other tenure, the same
shall, notwithstanding any testamentary
disposition, devolve upon and become
vested in his legal personal representative
from time to time, and subject to the pay-
ment of his debts.” It further provides
that the executor or administrator  shall
have power to dispose of, and otherwise
deal with, all real property vested in them
by virtue of this Act, with all the like
incidents, but subject to all the like rights,
equities and obligations as if the same
were personal property vested in him.”

Bills having a similar object, it will be
remembered, were introduced by the
Attorney-General and Mr. Ermatinger,
M.P.P., during the recent session of the

it will hold against creditors and the lattef

. o(if
law. The reason frauds of this kind !

Provincial Legislature, and met with the
concurrence of all parties in the House
And a bill founded on both of these bill®
actually passed a second reading ; but, at
the last moment, for some unexplamefi
reason, the Attorney-General suffered it
to drop.

It is quite clear that the present mode .
of devolution of real estates on the death
of the owner is not satisfactory ; mot®
especially as regards the claims of credl”
tors. As between the claims of heirs an
devisees on the one hand, and those ©
creditors of the deceased owner on the
other, we think there can be no differenc®
of opinion as to the right of the latter t©
payment of their debts out of the assets ©
their,deceased debtor, whether real or pet”
sonal, being entitled to paramount cO%” J
sideration. As the law at present staflds’
however, it places the devisee or heir ©
the deceased debtor in the same positio?
as the debtor. If they can effect a {70”[‘
fide sale of the lands descended, or devisé®’

are left to their personal remedy against
the heir or devisee for the amount ©
assets so received by them, which may
prove in many cases worthless. g
In the case of Spackman v. Timbrell, o
Sim. 253, a debtor devised his estate t
his son in fee. After the testator's deat
the son settled the devised estates on hl:
marriage on his wife and children; t s
son was a bankrupt, and the result W2
the creditors lost all claim on the 1an™.
and the personal remedy against the de
visee was of course worthless. This caS‘:
was decided as long ago as 1836. TO thz ¥
same effect are Kinderley v. Jarvis, 2
Beav. 1, and Reid v. Miller, 24 U. C- Q
B. 610. No one can reasonably prete“e
that this is a satisfactory condition of th

. 2
such a term can properly be applied tOO'
proceeding which is sanctioned and P‘;l
tected by the law) are not more frequen™” .
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perpetrated than they are, is due, we1
t):he\v’e, to the fact that people for the
w}?St part assume that the law really is
N at their common sense notion of jus-
1ce tells them it should be.
fraThe English 'Law Times fears that a law
Wom]ed on the lines of the bill in question
is Ed give rise to much litigation. This
W’h owever, merely saying in other words
: tat has been often before recognized as
A truism, «it is far easier to conceive
_ ‘lgstly what would be useful law, than so
ac construct that same law that it may
complish the design of the lawgiver.”
COG pfinciple of the proposed law is, we
Nceive, incontestably sound. We do not
t}?ny’ however, there are difficulties in
e way of framing it so that it may ade-
Quately carry out the end in view. In
es‘:WfOundland for fifty years past all real
I ate 1'1a3 been made chattels real by
; gislative enactment, and is administered
1 the same way as personal estate. The
istinction between real and personal
fsroperty so far as its devolution on death
concerned has been practically swept
?Way, and no inconvenience has been
ound to result. Lawyers who were op-
Posed to the change of the law (notably
ex-Chief Justice Hoyles) have by practical
gxperience of its working for many years
een brought to the conclusion that it isa
;‘:al and substantial improvement in the
W, and devoid of any evil effects.

CHOSES IN ACTION.

. To give a correct definition of the mean-
ng of a word or phrase, and -especially
any word or phrase used for the expres-
sion of ideas concerning the law, is pro-
Verbially difficult. All lawyers are familiar
With, the words * chose in action,” but it
S€ems they are not by any means agreed
as to what is a correct definition of that
€Xpression. Mr. Kehoe, in his little work

-On ¢« Choses in Action,” has selected from @ 2

standard authors three definitions which
are given in the introductory chapter, all of
which differ from each other. The first is
taken from Blackstone, who considers that
a ¢ chose in action” is property in action
dependent upon contract express or im-
plied. His definition is to this effect:
« Property in action is such where the
man hath not the occupation, but merely
the bare right to occupy the thing in ques-
tion, the possession whereof, may, how-
ever, be recovered by a suit or action at
law, from whence the thing so recoverable
is called a thing or ‘chose in action,’”
. . . «all property in action depends
entirely upon contract either express or
implied, which are the only regular means
of acquiring a ‘chose in action.”” -The
second is from the « Termes de la Ley,”
in which it is said “a chose in action " s
where a man hath cause, or may bring an
action for some duty due to him as upon
an obligation for breach of covenant, for
trespass, or the like ; and indeed, wherever
a thing is not in possession, but when for
recovery of it, a man is driven to his
action ‘(and consequently enjoys a right
merely) such thing is called a chose in
action.”

From Abbott's Law Dictionary the
third definition of the term is taken, and
is as follows: “* A chose in action’ is any
right to debt or damages, whether arising
from the commission of a tort, the omis-
sion of a duty or the breach of a contract.
A * chose in action’ includes all rights to
personal property not in possession, which
may be enforced by action, demands aris-
ing out of torts, as well as contracts.
¢« Chose in action’ is a phrase which is
sometimes used to signify a right of bring-
ing an action, and at others, the thing
itself, which forms the subject matter of
the right, or with regard to which that
right is exercised; but it more properly
includes the idea both of the thing itself
ad of the right of action annexed to it.
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Thus, when it is said that a debt is a '

¢ chose in action,” the phrase conveys the
idea, not only of the thing itself, 7.., the
debt, but also of the right of action, or of
recovery, possessed by the person to whom
the debt is due.”

We think it doubtful whether any of
these definitions can be considered correct
or satisfactory. Much ot the difficulty in
arriving at a proper idea of the true legal
signification of the term is due, no doubt,
to the fact that the expression * chose in
action,” is an attempt to express an
abstract idea, something in posse and not
in esse, by an expression applicable only to
that which is essentially concrete. « A
thing in action:” the word ¢ thing,” in
its ordinary signification, implies some-
thing of a tangible and corporeal nature ;
whereas what is intended to be expressed
by the words *“ chose in action ” is some- ‘l
thing of an intangible and incorporeal

%

character.

One of the commonest illustrations of a :
“ chose in action” is a promissory note.
But the piece of paper on which the note
is written, together with the characters
with which it is written, do not constitute
the “chose in action;” the “chose in
action ™ is that intangible and impalpable
thing which the paper and writing are
merely the evidence of the existence of,
viz,: the promise to pay, and the money
to be received in fulfilment of the pro-
mise ; hence it was that at common law a
promissory note was not the subject of
larceny ; hence too, if a note is lost or
destroyed the “chose in action” of which it
was the evidence, is not gone, and it may
be recovered by action notwithstanding
the loss or destruction of the paper.

The use of the word « thing ” as applied
to such rights, is, to say the least, con-
fusing, and we may agree with the late
John Austin: “that if it were expelled

from the language of the law much con-
fusion would be avoided,”

Difficulty is also created by the mannef
in which some text-writers place a * chos®
in action,” in opposition to a thing 1?
possession. For instance, * property 17

‘action” is described as being ** where 2

man has not the enjoyment (actual or co?”
structive) of the thing in question, but‘
merely a right to recover it by suit Of
action at law, whence the thing so ¢
coverable is called a thing or *chose 1P
action.” Stephen’s Coms., vol. 2. '
Now, suppose A wrongfully take B's
horse, according to this definition the
horse so long as it wrongfully remainé
in A’s possession would be a ‘ chose 17
action” of B. But the writer who use®
this expression, himself declares a little
further on that ‘a ¢ chose in action’ is #
thing rather in potentia than in esse,” an
there is no doubt we think that the lattef
is the true idea of a *chose in action

and one which would therefore prevent

the application of the term to any specifi¢

. thing in esse.

Abbott’s definition, as we have se€D»

. comprehends under the head of ¢ chos€$

in action ” all rights to personal property
not in possession which may be enforced
by action. This appears obviously toC
broad, and would include the right t¢
recover personal property by proceedi.t'lgS
in rem. That there is an obvious distiD¢”
tion between chattels out of the possessio?
of the owner, and “ choses in action,” may
be well illustrated by a reference to the
law which formerly governed the right ©

husbands in the personal property of theif
wives. As regards her chattels he wa$
entitled to them whether reduced int®
possession or not during the covertur®
but as regards her * choses in action’ b€
was not entitled to them unless reduce

into possession during the coverture, an

yet, according to Abbott’s definition, thé
wife’s chattels not in the possession of fhf :
husband would be “ choses in action:

Personal property recoverable by proceed’
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g in rem is therefore to be excluded from
e defimtion of a * chose in action.”
tion hile in some respects Abbott’s defini-
in thseen‘.ls more correct than Blackstone’s
OSeat‘ it does nqt conﬁne the term to
Conty rlg‘I}ts.of action which spring fro.m
Seek; act, it is yet apparently defective in
tig tng to extend the term gener'ally to all
sion f to personal pro.perty not 1n poss.es-
ma D respect of which a right of action
Y exist,
Weo}:le of the most satisfactory definitions
aWaVe met with is that given in Sweet’s
actiy Plctlopary, viz.: “¢A chose in
of Iy D’ is a right of proceeding in a court
OnW to procure the payment of a sum of
of i:}’» e.g., a bill of 'exchange, a policy
rece vSuramce, an annuity or a debt, or to
tion fifr pecuniary damages for the inflic-
a Co:t a wrong, or the nf)n-performance of
Leh ract,' but even this does not include
. ose rights which in law are termed
Oses in action,” for instance, the right
Et]tiI:;'EESe‘ntation to which a patron dies
of by ed if there be a vacancy at the time
in aci.death, is 09n51dered in law a ¢ chose
tion lon {Co. Lit. go b.). Sweet’s defini-
ud, 1t will be observed, although it ex-
rem ej property recoverable by action in
last’i oes not include such rights as those
fo, mentloneq. He confines the defini-
are | tO_pecumary. defna.nds, whereas we
R 1;N:hned to think it is properly appli-
ent to all personal rights recoverable or
fCeable by proceedings in personam.
A’s horse be wrongfully taken
che orse dogs not thereby become a
se in action” of A, notwithstanding
re;;:y- be put to his .action of detinue or
tecov‘ﬂn to recover it; but A’s right to
or deter c.lamages for the wrongful taking
the 5 ention would be': a “chose in action,”
actioctlc:ns of replevin and detinue being
ns in rem, while the action for dam-
; 38es is an action in personam.
abofv“le are correct in what we have said
. e then we think the following would
3 tolerably correct definition :

£

the

A ¢ chose in action” is any personal
right or demand which may be enforced
or recovered by an action in personam ; it
includes not only the right of action but
also the right or demand to be enforced or
recovered ; at the same time the right or
demand when enforced or recovered ipso
facto ceases to be’a “chose in action.”
When such right or demand was for-
merly enforceable or recoverable ina court
of law it is a legal * chose in action,”
when it could formerly only be enforced
or recovered in a Court of Equity it is an
equitable “ chose in action.”

Possibly some of our learned readers
may think we too have failed in giving a

| satisfactory definition of this puzzling

phrase.

SELECTIONS.

THE LATE LORD CAIRNS.

——

On January 26, 1844, Mr. Cairns was
called to the English Bar at the Middle
Temple, and he rapidly acquired an ex-
tensive practice in the Courts of Equity.
In 1852 Mr. Cairns contested Belfast ; he
was returned for that borough, and con-
tinued to represent it in the Conservative
interest until his elevation to the judicial
bench. In 1856 Mr. Cairns was appointed
one of Her Majesty’s counsel and a
bencher of Lincoln’s Inn. Lord Derby
being called to form an Administration in
February, 1856, Mr. Cairns was offered
the . appointment _of Solicitor-General

which he accepted, under Sir Fitzroy-

Kelly as Attorney-General, being knighted
on the occasion. In the following session
the new law officer gave an earnest of his
intentions as a law reformer. He-intro-
duced two measures, one of which was
designed to simplify titles, and the other
to establish a registry of landed estates.
His lucid exposition of these measures
very favourably impressed the House;
but unfortunately a Ministerial crisis and
the abrupt conclusion of the session pre-
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vented the bills from being carried. In
June, 1859, Sir Hugh Cairns resigned
office with the Conservative Ministry. In
Eebruary, 1868, Lord Derby relinquished
the Premiership in consequence of failing
health. Mr. Disraeli now became the
head of the administration, and among
other changes which took place in the

Ministry Lord Cairns became Lord Chan-

cellor in the room of Lord Chelmsford,
and was succeeded as Lord Justice by
Sir W. Page Wood, afterwards Lord
Hatherley. He went out of office with
his party in December of the same year,
and became leader of the Opposition in
the House of Lords. In 1869 he resigned
that position, but on the opening of the
session of 1870 he consented to resume it.
Mr. Gladstone having retired from office
in February, 1874, Mr. Disraeli was sum-
moned by the Queen to form a new
Administration, and Lord Cairns again
became Lord Chancellor. He continued
to hold that office until April, 1880, when
Lord Beaconsfield went out of office.
Although his health has prevented him tak-

- ing that part either in the judicial or legis-
Jlative functions of the House to which his

position entitled him, Lord Cairns, down
to the time of his death, has made occa-
sional appearances in the House of Lords.
He was attached to the Evangelical prin-
ciples of the Church of England, but was
ready to co-operate on all occasions with
other workers in the religious field. He
appeared on many platforms in the met-
ropolis as an advocate of measures, social
and religious, for the amelioration of the
masses, In Dr. Barnardo’s Homes for
Destitute Children, at Stepney and Ilford,
he took a special interest.  When the
management of these homes was sub-

jected to a good deal of criticism, and"

when a board of arbitration had decided
that unjust accusations had been brought
against the director, Lord Cairns came
forward and expressed his readiness to
assume the office of president of a com-
mittee formed to assist Dr. Barnardo in
the further development of his work.
The coffee-house movement, also, and
many other such movements and organi-
sations, Lord Cairns enouraged not only by
his name, but by his personal labours and
influence. He was a supporter of several

Institutions of Bournemouth,

and notably the Young Men’s Christia?
Association, ] )

The place which history will assign 120
Lord Cairns will probably be that of th¢
greatest lawyer on the English Be_nch.o
his generation. The late Mr. Ben]amm;
whose capacity for passing a J'udgmelf)le
and impartiality in the matter will not he
questioned, pronounced Lord Cairns t f
greatest lawyer before whom he had eV‘?S
argued a case, and Lord Bramwell l's
known to have a very high estimate of ht
powers. The attribute in which LOft
Cairns excelled was lucidity. The m%si-
complex legal problem presented no dlh's
culty to him, and it passed out of 10
hands placed by his mere statement mdsr
simple and clear a light that the wond®
was why there could ever have been ?3{
difficulty about it. Readers of his ju gt
meuts are like those who look for the ﬁrSe
time on a simple mechanical contrivan®
producing great results :—

The invention all admire, and each, how he

To be the inventor missed ; so easy it seemed e
Once found, which yet unfound most would haht
Impossible. [thoug h
Lord Cairns made no display of a deptk_
of reading like that of a Willes or a Blac !
burn, although he was far from deficie?

in learning. Case-law a man of "
powers could afford to despise, and ?Veof
when at the Bar he was in the habit e
citing no cases until he had exhausted d
principles of the argument, when he wou "
mention the names of the authorities illt "
trating his proposition. Much of the l'ogirl '
cal precision which distinguished him 2

the statement of legal propositions Wof
due to the fact that, in the chambers ¢

the late Mr. Thomas Chitty, at 1 King -
Bench Walk, he was well grounded in t,n_
practice of common law pleading, a tl'ala

ing of which students at the present ¢ 5
are unfortunately deprived. Lord Calfl.:
on the Bench was not, like the late o

George Jessel, fond of bringing his © g
individuality to the front, or o expOSl,ch
in his judgments the processes by “{h:i_g,
he arrived at them. In delivering Juthe
ment, he was like an embodiment of Fi
voice of the law, cold and impersonal, # of

suggested an intellectual machine UP ol

which no sophism could make any Y ¢
pression, and which stamped the sed’ |

! the law upon what was obviously reas’
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:vt;le and just. Perhaps Lord Westbury
ness his equal in penetration and in clear-
Mats of expression; but either from his
s teg.or his manner _he‘dld not carry the
o f?lf Inexorable conviction. An example
of € hlgh estimate he had of the dignity
theJu'dlClal proceedings was supplied at
a time of the addition of the lords of
Ppeal to the House of Lords. One of

€ new lords of appeal had acquired ina
ra(zl};rt’ in which speed was considered
r er than orderliness, the habit of inter-
naItmng the arguments by questions in the
thi ure of « posers.” On his reverting to

_Shal?lt in the House of Lords, Lord
oalrns interposed from the woolsack be-
Te the question'could be answered, with
OuZ words: «I think the House is desir-
ang of hearing the argument of counsel

not of putting questions to him.”

. %}111 the House of Lords, on Monday, the
i r? April, Lord Granville, after advert-
eg feelingly to the blow inflicted by the
math of Lord Cairns, said: “I holdin
Ce%'l hand a letter from the Lord Chan-
a Or (Selborne) which, after a touching
i£510n to the great calamity which he
She self has sustained, goes on thus: ‘1
IOUId like you to say that I am among
Pubsl(? who feel this loss deeply, both upon
not ic and private grounds, and if I were
aff; myself suffering under the severest
in ltCtlon, I should desire, from my place
tribhe House to endeavour to pay that
n Ute to the late earl’s great qualities
Ve great virtue, for which nearly forty
riars of constant intercourse on terms of
ael'ldshlp never interrupted might per-
thé)s have qualified me.’ 1 feel that
Willse' are words which all your lordships

indorse, and it seems to me that n
paiie sad circumstances it is singularly
cha, etic and strikingly indicative of the
i Tacter of the two men—this simple
n d“f? from Lord Selborne to his friend

rival who has passed away.”

ac%tord Salisbury, after referring to the
rvef{eSs of the bereavement of the Con-
airatwe party and the greatness of Lord
torns as a lawyer, statesman and legis-
at 1. said : “ No one but those who have
the n council and worked with him can
Toughly appreciate the inestimable
e“e of his calm, judicial mind, even on
most burning questions, and the

val

th,

wonderful grasp with which he perceived
at once all the bearings of the most com-
plicated facts and the lucidity with
which he marshalled the arguments and
elucidations to which it was necessary to
give attention, and which fell from his
mouth, as it seemed, at once naturally
and without effort into their proper place.

Lord Coleridge also testified to the
public loss sustained, and added that
Lord Cairns had a mind powerful enough
to throw light and order into the most
intricate and complicated facts, while he
could unweave the subtlest web of argu-
ment ; and yet he never wasted time or
words, but grasped more firmly than most

men the subjects with which he had to

deal. He could make them more intel-
ligible and clear than others, and at times
he rose to an eloquence severe, but always
elevated and striking.—Zaw Fournal.

INTERNATIONAL RESPONSI-
BILITY FOR DYNAMITE '
WARFARE.

e

_ The American people, with few excep-
tions, sympathize profoundly with Mr.

Parnell and his followers in their effort to

secure for Ireland that legislative inde-

- pendence and local self-government which

have been fruitful of so many blessings to
us. But with scarcely an exception, they
look with equal abhorrence upon the at-
tempt of another section of Irish agitators
to achieve the same end by resorting to
what are termed ¢, the resources of civ.iliz-
ation.” The recent dynamite explosions
in the Lobby of the English House of Com-
mons and in the Tower of London, fol-
Jowed by an attempt on the part of an
English woman in the city of New York
to assassinate a man who is s_uppqsed to
be one of the principal leaders in this new
species of warfare, call up sharply the
question whether we aré net neglecting
the duty which we owe to Great Britain
as a friendly nation, in permitting these
plots to be concocted and these expedi-
tions to be fitted out upon our shores.
We assume what we suppose no well
informed American doubts, that these

assaults upon public buildings and upon

public persons are concocted outside of
England, and that the principal nests of
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conspirators who concoct them are to be
found within the limits of the United
States, where they burrow like serpents,
and direct in secret their hostile expedi-
tions against the government and people
of England, including defenceless women
and children. We assume also, that the
act of one or more men in attempting to
destroy public buildings, or to kill public
officials, for the purpose of changing the
political condition or conduct of a nation,
is an act of private war against that na-
tion, and that it is none the less an act of
war because large numbers are not openly
engaged in it, or because armies are not
in motion under insurrectionary standards.
If, then, one of these secret dynamite ex-
peditions is fitted out within this country,
and departs hence to England to do its
fiendish work there, it is substantially the
same in principle as though a militar

expedition had been fitted out in this
country, and had sailed for the purpose
of making an attack upon the military
and naval forces of Great Britain. Now,
we understand it to be a principle of inter-
national law that one friendly nation owes
a duty to every other friendly nation—
not, indeed, that of an insurer against the
fitting out and departure of warlike ex.
peditions against such friendly nation—_-
not an obligation to prevent such a result
absolutely and at all events, but a duty to
use reasonable diligence to that end. It
was upon this ground that the Geneva
Arbitration awarded.damages to this coun-
try as against England, for allowing the
Confederate cruiser, the Alabama, to
escape from one of her ports for the pur-
pose of preying upon our commerce. The
question which the recent occurrence of
these dynamite outrages presses upon us
at the present time'is, Have we performed
our duty to England in this regard? It
1s difficult to say that we have. Funds
have been publicly collected in this coun-
try for years, by’ O’Donovan Rossa and
his gang, for the avowed purpose of at-
tacking England by secret expeditions of
this kind. Tt is idle to say that we per-
forn} our duty to a friendly nation when,
having every reason to believe that such
expeditions are furnished and fitted out in
this country, we take no measures to dis.
cover and arrest them. It is no answer
to Englapd that our laws do not enable
our officials to arrest and punish such

conspirators. What concern has Eng?'
land with the state of our municipal law !
When we allege the defects of our laws a3
a reason for not performing our duty to 2
friendly power, that power is entitled to
make answer in the thunder of cannon:
With shameful negligence, in 1867, Weé
allowed a military expedition to organize
in the northern part of the State of New
York, with the greatest publicity, for the
purpose of invading Canada. It did in-
vade Canada. A battle was fought with
it on Canadian soil, in which a number of
Canadians were killed. A monument
stands in the city of Toronto with theil
names inscribed upon it. It will stand
for ages as a monument of American ba

faith and shame. Some things, it is trues
were to be said in our favour then. The
Alabama claims were unsettled. The St.
Albans raid was fresh in our memories-
But our duty was plain and unmistak-
able. The St. Albans raid was a secret
affair, for which the Canadian government
was not responsible. The Canadian people
had no more to do with the escape of the
Alabama than the people of Australia of
Cape Town had. They were neighbours; ‘
Christians and honest people, who ha

not offended us, and we owed them,
on common principles of honesty an

humanity, the duty of seeing that a body
of men were not permitted to organize on
our side of the River St. Lawrence for
the purpose of crossing over and killing
them. Plainly, we have not discharged
our duty in regard to this dynamite busi-
ness, and unless we wake up to a sense O
that duty, we shall forfeit the right to 2
decent position in the family of civilize

nations.—Central Law Fournal.
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CANADA.

CHANCERY DIVISION.

< (Reported for the LAW JOURNAL.)

. SNIDER V. SNIDER.
SNIDER V. ORR.

I"egularity—Statement of defence—Filing defence
fter cause set down Sfor hearing in default of
defence, '

Where a defence was filed after the action had been set

;Wn to be heard on motion for judgment in default of de-
ce,

n:thld- the defence was irregularly filed, and that it should

be allowed to remain on the files, except upon the terms

Payment of all costs occasioned to the plaintiff by the
¢ence not having been filed in due time,

[Boyd, C.—June 11, 1885.

E. D, Armoyr, for plaintiff, moved for judgment
default of defence in both of the above actions.

de(t:" ¥. Hobman, for defendant. A statement of

w ence has been filed in each action since they

n:’e set down, and therefore the plaintiff cannot

G'W Obtain judgment as for default of defence.
Ul oy, Woodfin, 25 Ch. D. 707.

- D. dvmour, in reply. The defences are filed
late and therefore are irregular, Clarke v.
cEWing. 9 P. R. 281, if allowed to stand, the

B.ef(fndant should be ordered to pay all costs occa-
'0ned by his default.

; :ov.n,. C.—The defence, being filed after the
ene limited, is irregular. If the defendant, within

days, pays to the plaintiff all costs occasioned
y t_he setting down of the action to be heard on
st::xon for judgment in default of defence, the
€ment of defence may be allowed to remain on

ix: files. If these costs are not paid within the

ande-l have named the defences must be struck out,

wit Judgment must go in each case in accordance
the prayer of the statement of claim.

in

tOQ

NOTES OF CANADIAN CASES.

PUBLISHED IN ADVANCE BY ORDER OF THE
LAW SOCIETY. .

CHANCERY DIVISION.

Boyd , C.] [April 22.

KiTcHEN v. DoOLAN.

Purchase of land— Evidence of agency—Statute
of Frauds.

'D. agreed to purchase certain lands as
agent for K., and accordingly executed an
agreement for the purchase of the same in her
own name.

Held, that the evidence of D.’s agency was
receivable though not evidenced by writing.

Quere, whether Bartlett v. Pickersgill, 1 Cox
15, is still to be regarded as good law ?

W. Cassels, Q.C., and Matheson, for the
plaintiff,

Martin, Q.C., and Livingstone, for the de-
fendant.

Full Court.}
Cook v. EDWARDS.

[May 21.

Farm lease—Covenants—Right to increase the
arvable land.

A lease of a farm contained the covenant
that the lessee ‘shall and will, at his own
costs and charges repair and keep repaired
the erections and buildings, fences and gates
erected or to be erected on the premises, the
said lessee finding or allowing on the said
premises all rough timber for the same, or
allowing the said lessee to cut and fell so
many timber trees upon the premises as shall
be requisite.”

Held, that the above words must be read as
if ¢ hereby " was inserted before ‘allowing.”
It was imtended to intimate by that clause
that the lease permitted the use as occasion
arose of the timber for such purposes. There
was nothing in it to indicate that the landlord
was to control the use of the timber so that
he might limit it to the buildings, fences and
erections existing at the date of the lease.
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Held, further, that the proper construction
of the lease in question implied that the lessee
was at liberty to bring further parts of the
demised premises into cultivation without the
landlord’s assent, and to fence the same with-
out his assent. That is to say, if it was a
reasonable and proper thing to do in the
course of good and judicious husbandry so to
enlarge the arable area of the farm, the right
to do this existed without the lessor’s agsent.

Judgment below affirmed with costs.

F. K. Kerr, Q.C., for the plaintiff.

Falconbridge, for the defendant.

Full Court.] [May 21.

GRAHAM v. WILLIAMS.

Mechanics' lien—Right of lien-holder against ten-

ant to charge the land of the landlord—R.S.0.,
¢. 120,

Judgment of Bovp, C., noted supra p. 36,
affirmed.

It requires something more than mere know-
ledge of the work being done to bind the
owner under R. S. O. c. 120. The priority
and assent must be in pursuance of an agree-
ment, for otherwise a reversioner after a long
lease might be held bound by the contracts of
the tenants if he saw and did not disapprove
of the buildings being erected by the tenants.

R. S. O. c. 120, gives priority to the lien-
holder to the extent of the increased value
over a mortgage existing or created before the
commencement of the work, but, not over sub.
sequent mortgages, so as to create a lien
against the interest of a subsequent mortgagee.

F. Maclennan, Q.C., for the appeal,

F. ¥. Gormully, contra.

Full Court.| [May zr1.

MAGEE v. KANE.

Contract of sale—Statute of Frauds—Possession
as evidence of part performance.

When a person came into possession of
property as tenant, and it was shown by un-
equivocal facts that his tenancy was after-
wards relinquished, and that his possession

being changed by parol contract to purchase,
was continued as that of vendee.

Held, that the possession thus changed was
such part performance as took the contract
out of the Statute of Frauds.

The new fact showing the change in the
character of the possession in this case wa%
part payment of the purchase money eV':
denced by the receipt in terms therefor ;
and the possession continuing under the newly
created relationship between the parties was
held to be an act of part performance affe.Ct;
ing the land, solely referable to the contraC
to purchase, operating by and against both,
and to enforce which either one could be the
actor.

Judgment below affirmed with costs.

W. Cassels, Q.C., for defendant.

F. ¥. Gormully, for plaintiff.

Boyd, C.| [May 23:

CoLeEMAN v. KING.

Deed—Mortgage—Construction according to tr#e
intent—Family arrvangement—Inconsistency-

When W. H. conveyed his farm to his so™
and took back from him a mortgage On_“’
which contained a proviso for redemptio”
on payment of $4,000, in manner following-
to pay W. H. and A. H., his wife, during their
joint lives $300 a.year, and to continue t0
make the said payments to the survivor afte’
the death of either during the life of the said
survivor; and one year after the death of b"mt
to pay his brothers and sisters $300 each 2
the times therein mentioned, which words
were inserted in writing, the rest of the instr%’
ment being printed. ool

Held, that it being impossible to give liter?
effect to all the parts of the mortgage, the
defeazance clause upon payment of #$4,0°
without interest being quite irreconcilabl®
with the particulars regarding the payment®
the Court must regard the general intent ©
the deed, and give it such construction 2%
supported that general intent. The primaty
intention evidently was to arrange the term®
of an annuity for the joint lives of the fathe’
or mother and of the survivor. But the $4,0%°
would be consumed at the end of thirteé®
years, and the instrument could not be co%
strued as embodying such an improvide?
arrangement as that no further maintenanc®
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;‘:S to be given in case either parent lived for,
¥y ﬁffeen years afterwards. On the other
t::(;’ if W. H. and A. H. died in a short time
Val efendant would have the farm for small
thate. The conclusion seemed irresistibl.e
cha the. defe'ndant was willing to take his
googcfes in this transaction, thereby gaining a
is g arm'at small cost if death soon lightened
it o nancial burden, and at any rate gaining
Val: Teasonable ter{ns (as the evidence of its
Weree showed) even if the lives of his parents
sco Proloqged. Such seemed the general
Sucﬁe~ and intent of the instrument, and as
ore it must be construed, and the son there-
tion :suld not succeed in his present conten-
at he was not in any event to pay more
an $4,000.
+ Armour, for the plaintiff.
C. Moss, Q.C., for R. Hill.

Boyq, C.] |May 26.

Excuance Bank v. STINSON.

Wing; :
d’"dm'g up proceedings—Payment of cheques on
cj?oszt accounts after suspension of bank—45
Vict. ¢. 23,

IS'tl;phe bank s.usp'ended payment September
men’ 1883. Winding up proceedings were com-
ecced November 23rd, and an order made
stQcﬁmber sth. R. and G. H. purchased a
the of hardware held by the bank, on which
Siog owed $14,000 at the time of the suspen-
sOld.t The bank wishing to close the account
or ¢ he balance of the stock to A. H. & Co.
che 5,700, and agreed to accept in payment
cc;llIes of the defendant drawn on his deposit
Cept:él:; and which were drawn on and ac-
che y the bank on October 31st. Forthese
Whi(clll:es A H. & Co. gave their acceptances,
eliv were duly paid. Before the stock was
vered R, and G. H. settled the balance of
®ir debt.
aga.tilnan action by the liquidators of the bank
8t the defendant to recover back the
Ount thus paid on the defendant’s cheques
€T 45 Vict. c. 23, it was
¢ld, that the plaintiff could not recover.
he defendant also owed A. H. & Co. a debt,
gave his cheque on the bank for $#92 in

Pa
T payment thereof, which the bank accepted

from A. H. & Co. on October 23rd in retiring
an overdue bill.

Held, that.that amount could not be re-
covered back. On November 19th defendant
sold his cheque for $320 to his uncle C., who
was the local head of the bank, which cheque
was negotiated and accepted by the bank on
November 23rd (after winding up proceedings
had commenced).

Held, that although it probably was an in-
valid transaction, as far as the person who
received the money was concerned, there was
no payment to the defendant of anything
within the scope and meaning of the 75th sec.
of the Act.

Maclennan, Q.C., and Bain, Q.C., for the
plaintiffs.

E. Martin, Q.C., for the defendant.

——

Boyd, C.] [May 26.

PrrLLs v. BoSWELL ET AL.

Corporation by-law passed in private interest—
Injunction.

Corporations are trustees of their powers
for the general public, and when they prosti-
tute them for the benefit of an individual at
the cost of another, the general public not
being interested, their action will be restrained
by the Courts.

P. was the owner of a small piece of land at
the south side of Johnson’s lane, which had
been reserved when the lane was laid out.
Johnson’s lane extended half way between
Adelaide and King Streets, in the city of
Toronto, and M. and T. were the owners of
the property extending from Johnson’s lane to
King Street, and were desirous of obtaining
access to Adelaide Street through the lane
and over P.’s reserved part, and tried to pur-
chase it but failed.

A by-law to open up Johnson Street, initiated
by the petition of M., T. and others, reciting
that *“they were desirous of securing com-
munication between King and Adelaide Streets
for vehicles, by means of the above street and
certain lanes to the south thereof,” but only
providing for the opening up to M. and T.’s
properties was passed by the City Council and
about to be sealed, when P. brought his action
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to restrain the Council from further proceed- | Boyd, C.] Uu.ne 10-
ing with the same. It was '

Held, that P. was entitled to succeed, and
the injunction was granted with costs.
H.D. Gamble, for plaintiff.

Foster and McWilliams, for the defendants.

Boyd, C.] 1May 26.

Excuance Bank v. COUNSELL ET AL.

Winding up proceeding—Payment to creditors—
45 Vict. ¢. 23, s. 75.

The bank suspended payment September
15, 1883. Winding up proceedings were com-
menced November 23, and an order made
December 5. - The defendants, C. and S.,
being depositors in the bank, drew a cheque
for $4,000 on November 1 on their deposit ac-
count, which was given to D., a debtor of the
bank on notes maturing the following Decem-
ber and January. D. gave mortgage security
for the cheque on October 31. The arrange-
ment was all made about October s, although
the security was not given until the 31st, and
the cheque was not presented to the bank
until November 23, when it was accepted as
payment of the maturing notes.

In an action by the liquidators of the bank
against the defendants, to which D. was not a
party, to recover the amount thus paid on the
cheques as having been paid after the winding
up proceedings were commenced. It was

Held, that the defendants could not be pro-
ceeded against to make them account for the
$4,000 upon a statement of claim alleging that
there was an illegal payment of that sum
upon their cheque in the circumstances above
stated. Upon the facts there was no pay-
ment by the bank to the defendants,

C., who was being sued by the bank, ob-
tained defendants’ cheque for $2,118, giving
security therefor on November 21, and retired
the notes in suit on November 23.

Held, that the defendants could not be
ordered to repay the amount of the cheque as
being a wrongful payment under 45 Vict. c. 23,
Sv 75.

Maclennan, Q.C., and Buain, Q.C., for the
plaintiffs,

E. Martin, Q.C., for the defendants.

WiLLiams v. Rov.

Remunevation to executors.
\

A testator willed as follows: 1 hereby
authorize and direct my said executors 0
retain for their own use and benefit the su®
of $200 each in lieu of all charges, for thel’
services in performing-the duties hereby 'lm,‘,
posed on them as executors of this my will:

An action having been instituted for co®
struction of the will and administration, the
executors, who had retained the said sum ©
$200, claimed the further sum of $580 as com”
pensation for their services. d

It was admitted by all parties that it WOU!
be proper for the executors to retain the sal
further sum if not prevented by the expres®
clause in the will. '

Hold, that the executors could not havé
more than the sum fixed by the testator.

In 1874 the Legislature, by the 37 Vict. ¢ 9;
laid down the principle that the Court is 20
to fix the allowance to trustees when the tes
tator has himself provided what it shall be-
This is a most reasonable rule, not requi.rlng
a parliamentary declaration as to its propflety'

Lash, Q.C., for the Girls’ Home.

Hoyles, for the executors.

H. Murray, for the Orphans’ Home.

Lefroy, for the Boys’ Home.

Boyd, C.] [June 11-

BArcrLAY v. ZaviTz.

Will—Dévise of mortgage—Maintenance of @il
—Principal and interest.

G. H. Z. in his will provided as follows’
* With respect to a certain mortgage . t
my will is as follows,—1 give and bequeath 0OV
of the proceeds of said mortgage to each ©
my daughters (naming them) the sum of $20°’
to be paid them respectively when the younge®

of my said children reaches the age of twenty”

one years, and if any of my said children sh#
not have been married before that time t !
child or children being then unmarried sh® s
not receive their shares until such times #
she or they shall marry. h
Provided that my executors may pay sU°
part or parts of said legacies if they
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::;pio so withou.t interfering with the proper

any o;t of my wife and family. Provided if

egac my daughters die without issue the

s‘lrvi\):‘ coe shall be divided among their
ng sisters.

Sag:el balgnce of the proceeds of said mort-
ave 5 give and bequeath to my said wife to
eneﬁtnd to hold the same for her use and
nmar" and for the use and benefit of the

natura;lefl members of my family during the

will life of my said wife, after which my

Tort that'the bal?.nce of proceeds of said
mougage still remaining be equally divided
Hclg my daughte}'s then surviving.
er lif, that the widow held in trust during
or, o ed for herself and her unmarried daugh-

appl nd that she was bound during her life to

Pr0p§rthe proceeds of the mortgage for the

ile Suppox"t of herself and that daughter
iatey unmarried, treating the principal and
est of the mortgage as a blended fund,
thay ':;’lhatfemained was to be divided, and
om 1 E widow had the right to draw bona fide
ons e proceeds of the mortgage, even if it
Umed the whole of the corpus.

of ama‘tter involving the proper construction

un derwéll cannot be brought upon petition

M . 8. O. c. 107, s. 35.

9ss, Q.C., for plaintiffs.
I Hoskin, Q.C., for infant.

<

PRACTICE.
@ B. Div. ¢t [May 27.
‘OXLEY v, CaNaDA ATLANTIC RAILway
CoMPANY.

Aida,
avit of documents—Motion for better affidavit.

;l;he decision of Rosk, ]. (ante, p. 12), was
;Sed on appeal.
Vi eoe(;rule laid down in Fones v. The Monte
a8 the as Co., 5 Q. B. D. 556, may be accepted
tigy _ Senerakrule on the subject of produc-
Dju‘:]f qocuments, but it should be read in
" Ction with The Attorney-General v. Emer-
° 10Q. B, D. 191.
‘t&te; at?lidavit of documents filed in this case
Pro, duct; at the defendants objected to the
_HCtion of the documents in question be-

cause ¢ they are in constant use in the busi-
ness of the defendants, and are necessary for
that purpose.”

Held, that the affidavit was wholly insuffi-
cient, and that the books must be produced.

W. H. P. Clement, for the appeal.

Lefroy, contra.

C. P. Division.] [May 30.

MALONEY v. MACDONELL ET AL.
Trial—Evidence—Exclusion of witnesses.

At the beginning of the trial of the action
all witnesses were ordered out of Court, but
the parties to the action were not requested
to retire. Judgment having been given dis-
missing the action against the defendant P.,
his co-defendant M. entered upon his case
and called P. as a witness. P. had remained
in Court and heard the whole of the evidence
adduced by the plaintiff.

Held, that the evidence of P. was improperly
rejected, and a new trial was ordered with
costs to be costs in the cause to the de-
fendant.

Aylesworth, for the defendants.

Cattanach, for the plaintiff.

U

Rose, J.] [June 1.

WoOoDRUFF v. MCLENNAN.

Fudgment under Rule 80, 0. §. 4 .—Delivery
of statement of claim.

Held, that the practice of moving under
Rule 80 O. J. A., for leave to enter final judg-
ment after delivery of a statement of claim is
not one to be encouraged, although in some
cases it may be allowable.

Under the circumstances O
a motion was refused.

Masten, for the plaintiff.

Holman, for the defendant.

f this case such
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TrE Bank oF B. N. A. v. TuE ‘WESTERN
) Assurance Company.

Powers of local taxing-officers—Administration of
Fustice Act, 1885,

The Administration of Justice Act, 1885,
(48 Vict. ch. 13, s. 22, 0.) has not conferred
upon local registrars of the High Court the
power of taxing counsel fees to any greater
amount than they are allowed to tax under the
the tariff of the 1oth September, 1881.

In this case an appeal from the taxation of
. the local registrar at Brantford was allowed,

and the items in dispute were referred to one
of the taxing officers at Toronto.

G. Tate Blackstock, for the appeal.

Holman, contra.

Boyd, C.] {June 8.

RE HarnDEN, HANDEN V. HaRrNDEN.

Bringing in accounts—Motion to commit—
G. 0. Chy. 201 and 2g6.

G. O. Chy. 201 and 296 are still in force
in the Chancery Division.

Upon a motion to commit the defendant
(an administrator) for neglecting to bring in
his accounts by a day named pursuant to the
direction of the Master, .

Held, that personal service upon the defend-
ant of the Master’s direction and of the notice
of motion to commit was not necessary.

Watson, for the motion.

Shepley, contra.

Boyd, C.] [June 10.

CoLE v. Canapa FIRE INSURANCE Co.

Setting cause down Sor Fune—Certificate of counsel
—G. O. Chy. 420,

The certificate of counsel necessary under
G. O. Chy, 420, in order to set down a cause for
argument in the Chancery Division during the
month of June, may be given by counsel for a

party other than the party setting the cause
down.

Holman, for the plaintiff.
Bain, Q.C., for the defendants,

SNIDER V. SNIDER.
Delivery of statement of defence.

A statement of defence in an alimony actio?
was delivered after the proper time and o2
the same day on which the plaintiff set the
action down to be heard on motion for juds’
ment. : i c

Held, that the defence was irregular, a'nd it
was ordered that it be struck out and judg
ment granted as prayed by the statement ©
claim, unless the defendant paid the costs ©
setting down the action and of the motion fof

judgment within a limited time.

E. Douglas Avmeour, for the plaintiff.
Holman, for the defendant.

Boyd, C.] |June 1%

DARLING V. THE Mipranp Ramway CO-

Ontario and Dominion Railway Acts—Procedt?
—Appeal from award.

Certain land was expropriated by defend:
ants in 1876, and proceedings to obtain 00“:
pensation therefor were begun in Aug“is:
1884. On the 25th May, 1883, the defendan
railway became by statute a Canadian 'roa‘ '
and subject to the legislative authority ©

Canada, having previous to that date been an‘

Ontario road. .
Held, that the procedure provided by
Dominion Consolidated Railway Act, 1879

| applied, and that an appeal from an awarl

could therefore not be prosecuted under t?e
Ontario Railway Act.

Lash, Q.C., for the defendants.

G. Tate Blackstock, for the plaintiff.
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,

BOOK REVIEWS.

LF;’:D’NG Cases 1N CONSTITUTIONAL Law, briefly

aJt,‘;d. with Introduction and Notes, by Ernest

le; homas, Esq., late Scholar of Trinity Col-

gg.' Oxford, and Bacon Scholar of the Hon.

¢ iety of Gray's Inn. 2nd edition. London:
€vens and Haynes, 1885.

. st‘ilml:titutional Law will always be an important
*for wyit ;{ a _people “./a.t_chful of their political rights,
. in its definitions may be found the limits of

o Public authority of the three great departments
n gglvefnn'.ltslnt—legislatjve, executive and judicial.
Stons e; ‘Bntlsh Constin'xtion, according to Black-
e’nm; absolute d?spotlc power, which in all gov-
Parliants must reside somewhere,” is centred in
Supre ment, yet thgt body has ever regarded as
enaCtme and .unrepealable those constitutional
ems":lents of its early predecessors which declare
oF whi l\;es to be * the law of this realm forever,”
sacredc eloquence aﬁ‘irn?s are «enshrined in the
- Soverg; a}'k‘of the constitution.” And yet, the
ign, in whose name as the sole legislator

tha .
t supreme despotic power enacts its laws, isin |

?vla the qualities of sovereignty subject to thelaw, as
1S deftly and boldly stated by Lord Coke to James
s"l;:‘hu.s wrote Bracton; Rex non debet esse
rq omine, sed sub Deo et Lege; and as Cole-
g.e, J., declared in Howard v. Gossett, 10 Q. B.
Con-; “The law is supreme over the House of
B mons and over the Crown itself.”
Ut neither in jurisprudence nor text-books does
"glish Constitutional Law take the same high

8t . e
and that American Constitutional Law takes, or -

Z}]’(‘i‘:‘ Canadian Constitutional Law is rapidly
to b €. Very little philosophic or scientific law is
e found in the judgments of English judges.
llteeg deal with the case in hand and the dry stat-
in r common law applicable to it. Rarely, except
J‘:dlgixt?nts dealing with the questions of a general
; 'Wiew{ted grant 9f sovereignty or legislation, or
p"etat‘mg the v,arled' rules applicable to the inter-
Werlon of.g const:tut.ion which gives a general
wer or enjoins a particular duty with ** implied
ee SOf‘leglslatlon," which may be resorted to for
e:ercxse of the one or the enforcement of the
.'tl};l;e work 'before us gives little aid in such a
at . Its title, '.‘ Leading Cases,"” is misleading.
w?'S a.useful digest of cases on Constitutional
ess it will be of value to students, and its useful-
as such has been proved by the issue of a
~¢ond edition. It could be made more valuable

Colonial or Indian appeals, do we meet with"

if it contained further cases illustrating the juris-
diction of the Courts to review executive acts of
the Crown, as in The Parlement Belge, 4 P. D. 129
Attorney-General v. Manchester, L. R. 3 Eq. 436;
Long v. Bishop of Capetown, Moo. P. C.'N. S. 411,
as well as cases like Reg. v. Burah, 3 App. Cas. 889,
and Hodge v. Reg., 9 App. Cas. 117, which define
colonial legislative powers. ’

ARTICLES OF INTEREST IN CONTEM-
PORARY FOURNALS.

r.—Law Yournal, Feb-

'

Rights in percolating wate
ruary 2I.

Privilege of solicitor in r
—1Ib., March 28.

Liabilities of municipal corporat
to private property caused by
Central L. ¥., April 17.

The present law of payment

Actions for services rendered without
of compensation having been made—Quantum

meruit.—7Ib., April 24.
Counter-claims in actions ex

Times, March 7. .

Preferences in compositions with creditors.—Ib.,
May 15.

The effect of taking security upon 2 lien.—Ib..
May 22.

The ratification by corporations of t
ized acts of their agents.—JIb.

Jurisdiction of the Court of Chancery over wills.—
Albany L.¥., March 21.

Rules as to the privileges o
4, 25; May 2, 16. ’

Attorney’s liens upon the ¢
April 18.

Lost wills.—Ib., May 9, 16.
Liability of company on forged or fraudulent share
certificate.—~Irish L. T., March 7.
Breach of contract when goods are

delivered by instalments.—I b.
Manslaughter through negligence.—l b., March 14.
Passengers' luggage—Liability of  carriers.—Ib.,

March 21.

Actions for bets.—Ib. .

Marriage settlements induced by fraudulent mis-
representations.——[ ., March 28. )

Liability of joint guarantees.—Ib., April 4.

The maintenance of infants.—Ib., April 25.

Married woman's consent to breach of trust.—Ib.,

May 2

elation to criminal issues.

ions for damage
public works.—

for goods.—Ib.

any mention

delicto.—Irish Law

he unauthor{

f witnesses.—Ib., April

ause of action.—Ib.,

.

sold to be

y 2. . .
Liability of solicitor for partner’s misappropriation -

of securities.—Ib., May 9.

On the assignment of debts and other choses in
action.—Ib.

Validity of contracts in restraint of trade.—Ameri-
can Law Register, April, May.

Indictment o corporations—Law and practice of,
considered.—Criminal Law Magagine, May.
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FALL ASSIZES.

FLOTSAM AND JETSAM.

HOME CIRCUIT.
MR. JUSTICE GALT. .

Milton ............ Tuesday........ Sept. 15
Brampton ...,.... Monday ........ Sept. 21
Toronto, Civil Court. Monday ........ Sept. 28
Toronto, Crim. Ct. . Tuesday........ Oct. 27
EASTERN CIRCUIT.
MR. JUSTICE ARMOUR.
Kingston .......... Tuesday........ Oct. 27
Brockville ....... . Tuesday........ Nov. 3
Cornwall .......... Tuesday........ Nov. 10
L'Orignal. ........ Monday ........ Nov. 16
MR. JUSTICE ROSE.
Pembroke ........ Monday ......., Oct. 26
Perth ,........... Monday ........ Nov. 2
Ottawa ........... Thursday ...... Nov. 5
WESTERN CIRCUIT.
MR. JUSTICE ARMOUR.
London .......... Tuesday . ...... Sept. 15
St. Thomas...... .. Wednesday ....Sept. 23
Chatham .......... Tuesday........ Sept. 29
Sandwich.......... Monday ......., Oct. 5
Sarnia ............ Thursday ...... Oct. 8
Goderich . ,,....... Tuesday......., Oct. 13
Walkerton ........ Tuesday........ Oct. 20
NIAGARA CIRCUIT.

MR. JUSTICE ROSE,
Hamilton........., Thursday ..., .. Sept. 10
Barrie ........ ... Monday....... .Sept. 21
Welland .......... Wednesday .Sept. 30
St. Catharines Monday ..,.... « Oct. 5
Orangeville......... Monday ..., .. . Oct. 12
Owen Sound ...... Monday .....,.. Oct. 19

MIDLAND CIRCUIT.
MR. JUSTICE O'CONNOR.
Napanee ...... .... Monday...,.., .Sept. 14
Picton ............ Monday ........Sept. 21
Whitby............ Thursday ......Sept. 24
Lindsay .......... Thursday ..... « Oct. 1
Peterborough . ... .. Thursday ...... Oct. 8
Belleville .., ... ... Thursday ...... Oct. 15
Cobourg .......... Thursday ...... Oct. 29
OXFORD CIRCUIT.
CHIEF JUSTICE CAMERON.
Guelph ... .. ... .. Monday ........ Sept. 14
Stratford.. ., . " Monday ........ Sept. 21
Woodstock .., . ] Monday ........ Sept. 28
Berlin ..... . Monday ........ Oct. 5
Cayuga.......... . Monday........ Oct. 12
Simcoe............ Monday........ Oct. 19
Brantford...,..,, Monday........ Oct. 26

.

AMALGAMATION OF THE PROFESSION.

The Smoking Concert given by the Law Cl'lcke;
Club took place at the Freemasons' Tavers, °r
February 6, according to the announcement in oY
last issue, and was a great success. The featureé °-
the evening was a paper read by a member, €?
titled, ““A Bill for the Fusion of Barristers a0
Solicitors.”’ N

Whereas many persons have supported enehe
getically the fusion of the two branches Of'tve
profession, And whereas ‘these persons b.?he .
themselves to be incapable of error, and it is af.
cordingly apprehended that they must be ﬂgrfl'
And whereas the object cannot be satisfactof‘g
accomplished without some small assistance fro
Parliament :

Be it therefore enacted as follows:— B

1. Short title.—This Act may be cited as the 2
and S. Fusion Act, 188s. d

2. Interpretation of word —In this Act thP: wo \
‘‘fusee " shall mean a person fused under this Ac;
and shall not include the odoriferous article Ot
thing used for igniting tobacco, unless the cont"j"
imperatively requires it.

3poeProvision Jor fusion.—From and after the Islt
day of January, 1886, barristers and solicitors sha
be fused. of

4. Prohibition of certain practices.—The fusion f
barristers and solicitors hereby provided for Stfa
not extend to render lawful any of the followin8
acts :(— . L - pis

(a) A barrister fusing with a solicitor’s w1fet -
sister, his cousin, or his aunt, without the previo

s e in
consent in writing of such sol'xcxtor, to be filed 1
the office two clear days previously at least.

{8) A solicitor taking a barrister’s silk umb‘"’j1la
from a stand or other place of deposit, and leaving
in substitution for the same an inferior ginghat™
with intent to deceive. at

(c) A solicitor fraudulently holding himself Ohe
as having been a member of the bar prior to t .
31st December, 1885. Provided that this Cla“s-
shall not apply to any solicitor making such repré
sentation who shall, in fact, have practised regur;
larly at any duly licensed bar for a period of sevé
years at least. ) 3 .

5. Objections to fusion.—Any barrister or solict
tor who shall object to be fused shall state th:
grounds of his objection in writing on or bef°"t
the said 31st of December, 1885. The doc‘l‘.n"’n
shall be on cream-wove foolscap paper, and writte?
on one side only, with a margin of one inch, 3%
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:ila:etszed with a £25 stamp, and shall be headed
Poseq fe words, **In the matter of A. B.; a pro-
ocum usee.—Not if he knows it."” Every such
or in ent §hall be entered in a list, and be open

SPection at all reasonable times on payment

of err.
3 shilling, but no further or other notice shall be
en of jt,
6.
vid dconseq“””“-‘ of fusion.—Upon the fusion pro-

Cone for by this Act taking place, the following
Sequences shall follow :—
18&? A;lu persons who, on the 31st of December,
ter' :hall be barristers or solicitors, shall, on :’mfi
Citors € 1st of January, 1886, be called barristi-
car | and shall, when professionally engaged,
Chestsm f:ront of some convenient part of their
2 circular badge of not less than six or more
‘.Bart}vﬁlv‘e inches in diameter, with the word
; f'lstl.cxtor." painted on it in two coats of good
gropalm in legible white characters upon the black
Und, Provided that—

::L Barristers who shall, on the 3rst day of
. se:lber' 1885, have been Her Majesty’s counsel
Jeants-at-law shall wear the said badge at the
Instead of in front.

(s () No barristicitor shall wear any wig, gown, or
°l1r]i(' but‘ it is hereby expressly.declared that
neSt suits, paper shirt fronts concealing flannel
ati:th' masher. collars, and other similar abomi-
Wornns to outsiders shall and may be lawfully
Rogy; W}{en addressing the Court. Provided that
Ing in this Act contained shall render it unlaw-
1885f°“ a person who, on the 31st of December,
» shall be a bald barrister or solicitor from

on thmg a chestnut wig, or prevent any person who,
at date, shall be a barrister from continuing
Dri:,ear his wig and gown at fancy dress balls or
in:te theatricals, or when entertaining friends at
€T, or when disguising himself for the purpose

of .
effecting an escape from justice.

1\17. Asto fees and costs due on 315t December, 1885.—
i €es and costs respectively due to barristers and
Citors on the said 31st day of December, 1885,
Teag be collected and got in by them with all
°f‘able despatch, and shall as and when realized
, em?:]“d into court to the credit of an account, to be
‘o ed "‘ The Barrister and Solicitor Spoliation
ex“m- ' All sums paid into such account shall
Chiefpend.ed by the Lord Chancellor and the Lord
in o Justice of England upon such objects, deserv-
8 T otherwise, as they shall think proper.
Aw}“}; ¢es.—The following fees shall and may be
Y taken by and allowed to barnsticitors:—

u

Ve for the badge aforesaid) other distinguishing:

Where the subject-matter in dispute £ s. d.

shall exceed £1,000 cco. Forcon-

ducting the case through all its

stages, inclusive of advocacy at

thetrial ........... veersesesess I § O
In all other cases...cevveerensns.. o012 6
And for every day on which the

trial of an action shall last beyond

one full day, a further allowance of 6

These fees shall be exclusive of court fees, stamps,

.and other disbursements, properly incurred, but

shall include law stationers’ charges, cab hire, tips
to ushers, and bribes to witnesses in running-down

- cases.

Provided that in any case on application to the
judge-at the trial, and if it shall appear to him that
by reason of the difficulty of the case, the number
of witnesses bribed, the heat of the weather, or
other special circumstances, the said allowance
shall be insufficient, he may, in his discretion,
grant a certificate for a further allowance not ex-
ceeding one shilling and ninepence.—Pump Court.

THE American Law Review so long as it sticks to
law is very good. When it touches upon matters
affecting any country not American it is strangely

‘at fault; but what it is when discussing matters

theological may be described by the remark of our
better half when we read her some extracts from
an article on the disposition of the body after
death, * What rubbish are you reading? You
have got hold of the ravings of a lunatic.” One
sentence reads thus: ** A great many years ago,
before common sense had suggested any doubt as
to the certainty of the resurrection of the human
body in its original flesh and blood.” If the resur-
rection is looked upon as a miracle it is absurd to
discuss it as a matter of ' common sense.”’ On the
other hand it is generally supposed to be com-
mon sense to expect an ear of a wheat from a grain
of wheat sown in the ground. Common law is
said to be common sense. This apostle of crema-
tion is certainly not a common lawyer. The
“original flesh and blood " theory is new, We
never heard of it being taught in any school of the-
ology in christendom. Again, when contrasting
cremation and burial, the article says: It is a
process of combustion in any case. In the case of
earth burial, the fire burns at the greatest possible
disadvantage, prolonging in the most horrible way
the agony and grief of the ones who love.” A
« common sense ’ writer should not allow his im-

agination to run away with him,

ki
¥
i
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Law Society of Upper Canada.

i | o i)
~_1822._~
o [ ”

OSGOODE HALL.

During Michaelmas Term the following gentle-
men were called to the Bar, namely :—John Alex-
ander MacKintosh, Adam Carruthers, Arthur
Burwash, Henry Herbert Collier, James D, S, C.
Robertson, John Douglas, James Alexander Hut-
cheson, Joseph Alphonse Valin, James Caesar Grace,
David Thorburn Symons, Dyce Willcocks Saun-
ders, William Torrance Allan, Edmund Weld,
Thomas Bulmer Bunting, William Travis Sorley,
Isaac Norton Marshall, Frank Russell Waddell,
Thomas James Decatur, Alexander George Freder-
ick Lawrence, George Weir, William James Nelson,
William David Jones, William Acheson Proudfoot,
David F. McArdle; and the following gentlemen
were admitted to the Society as Students-at-Law,
namely : —Graduates: Frank Ambridge Drake,
George Watson Holmes, Arthur Stevenson, Her-
bert Langell Dunn, John Frederick Dumble, Nicho-
las Ferrar Davidson, Clement Rowland Hanning,
Edward Holton Britton. Matriculants: Alexander
Clarke, Henry Augustus Wardell, Herbert Ferdin-
and Bonzé, Duncan Henry Chisholm, Fergus James
Travers, John Thomas Hewitt, Richard Vercoe
Clement, James Alexander Haight Campbell, Rob-
ert Lazier Elliott, Robert Gordon Smyth. Juniors:
George Carnegie Gunn, Herbert William Lawlor,
James Arthurs, William Pinkerton, George Davey
Heyd, Forbes Begue Geddes, Robert Elliott La-
zier, Frederick Forsyth Pardee, William Locklin
Billings Lister, Reginald Murray Macdonald, Er.
nest Edward Arthur Duvernet, Frank Stewart
Mearns, Arthur Trollope Wilgress, Stephen Dunbar
Lazier, Robert Segsworth, James Henry McGhie.

During Hilary Term, 1883, the following gentle-
men were called to the Bar, namely :—Frank Hed-
ley Phippen, Francis R. Powell, Henry John Wick-
ham, John Workman Berryman. Richard Henry

Hubbs, Henry Lawrence Ingles, William Albert
Matheson, John Bell Jackson, Norman N. A. Me-
Murchy, Frederick Luther Rogers, John Lawrenc®
Murphy, Thomas Irwin Forbes Hilliard, Humé
Blake Elliott, Richard M. C. Toothe, A]exaﬂd"'"
Campbell Shaw, Joshua Denovan, E. A. Millet,
Frederick W. Hill, Duncan Charles Murchisqnv
Thomas Moffat, Manly German, George McLauri®
and the following gentlemen were admitted 3°
Students and Articled Clerks, namely : Gradua"es"
John Henry Cosgrove, Alexander Henderson, JT-’
John Arthur Tanner, Francis Alexander Angh®™
Matriculants: Alfred E. Cole, Dioscore J. HUf
teau, William Charles Mikel. Juniors: Willia®
Henry Moore, George Washington Littlejohn, Ar
thur St. George Ellis, George Smith McCarter
William Albert Smith, Ernest Napier Rid‘?ut
Burns, Edmund Sheppard Brown, John Patﬂcg
O'Gara and William Walton passed the Article

Clerk's examination. *

SUBJECTS FOR EXAMINATIONS.
Avrticled Clerks.

Arithmetic.
Euclid, Bb. 1., I1., and III1.

English Grammar and Composition. e
;?S English History—Queen Anne to Geor8
1885. III.

: . d
Modetn® Geography—North America 3°
Europe. .

Elements of Book-Keeping.

In 1884 and 1885, Articled Clerks will behz’i‘f
amined in the portions of Ovid or Virgil, at 2V
option, which are appointed for Students-at-
in the same years.

Students-at-Law.
(Cicero, Cato Major.
Virgil, Aneid, B. V., vv. 1-361.
1884. {Ovid, Fasti, B. 1., vv. 1-300.
Xenophon, Anabasis, B. II.
Homer, Iliad, B. IV.
Xenophon, Anabasis. B. V.
Homer, Iliad, B. IV.
Cicero, Cato Major.
Virgil, Zneid, B. L., vv. 1-304.
Ovid, Fasti, B. L., vv. 1-300.
Paper on Latin Grammar, on which speci
will be laid. ’
Translation from English into Latin Prose:

1885.

a] stregs

MATHEMATICS,

i . . us”
Arithmetic; Algebra, to end of Quadratic Eq
tions: Euclid, Bb, I,, II, and III.

ENGLISH.
A Paper on English Grammar.
Composition,
Critical Analysis of a Selected Poem :— Th¢

1884—Elegy in a Country Churchyard- .
Traveller, )

008
1885—Lady of the Lake, with special refer®
to' Canto V, -The Task, B. V-
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HisTory AND GEOGRAPHY,

- E 1 . . -
'nclggl‘;sh History from William III. to George III.
the Se. Roman History, from thecommencement
Greey, I_*;?Ond Punic War to the death of Augustus.
Besian Waror Y from the Persian to the Pelopon-
reece, 1 ars, both inclusive. Ancient Geography,
Nortp 4 taly and Asia Minor. Modern Geography,
Opt; merica and Europe.
Ptlona] subjects instead of Greek:

A FRENCH.

TrgaPEr on Grammar,
nil%tlon from English into French prose.
18 8§ ouvestre, Un Philosophe sous le toits.
—Emile de Bonnechose, Lazare Hoche.

or NATURAL PHILOSOPHY.

B
vineof;ks ~—Arnott’s elements of Physics, and Somer-
hysical Geography.

Fiyst Intermediate.’

Wil
Smitl}lll,;aﬁs on Real Property, Leith’'s Edition;
f Equit anual of Common Law ; Smith’s Manual
ing the C)" Anson on Contracts; the Act respect-
Telatip ourt of Chancery ; the Canadian Statutes
es g to Bills of Exchange and Promissory
and 5, and cap. 117, Revised Statutes of Ontario
rmendmg Acts.
negyi - °¢ Scholarships can be competed for in con-
Ction with this irr:termediate. poted fo

Second Intermediate.

Leith'
Conil;h s Blackstone, 2nd edition ; 'Greenwood on
Cha, sYancmg, chaps. on Agreements, Sales, Pur-
qui, + Leases,  Mortgages and Wills; Snell’s
PerSOI{a'.l Broom's Common Law; Williams on
Srnmen; Property ; O’Sullivan’s Manual of Gov-
Revised in Canada; the Ontario Judicature Act,

ros Statutes of Ontario, chaps. 95, 107, 136.

Rectj, scholarships can be competed for in con-
N with this intermediate.

Ta For Certificate of Fitness.

€nce }'lor on Titles; Taylor’s Equity Jurisprud-
Lay ! Hawkins on Wills; Smith's Mercantile
the §t enjamin on Sales; Smith on Contracts;
COurt:tute Law and Pleading and Practice of the

© Bla, For Call.
ang :kstoﬂe. vol. 1, containing the introduction
Stor 'lghts 9f Persons; Pollock on Contracts;
Har,yi S Eqk“t)f Jusisprudence; Theobald on Wills;
Comuf Principles of Criminal Law; Broom's
Ors ar?g Law, Books III. and IV.; Dart on Ven-
ills, 1, Purchasers; Best on Evidence; Byles on
of ¢ the Statute Law and Pleadings and Practice
a.e Courts,
Ject :lodldates for the final examinations are sub-
Megjag re-examination on the subjects of Inter-
°btain'e Examinations. All other requisites for
Continll?egdCertxﬁcates of Fitness and for Call are

1.

“nive‘: graduate in the Faculty of Arts, in any
£ gra, Sity in Her Majesty's dominions em wered
on thenlt)such degrees, shall be entitled to admission
Apon 0oks of the society as a Student-at-Law,
ly ac onforming with clause four of this curricu-
dip}'Om“d Presenting (in person) to Convocation his

a or proper certificate ot his having received

his degree, without further examination by the
Society. :

2. A student of any university in the Province of
Ontario, who shall present (in person) a certificate
of having passed, within four years of his applica—
tion, an examination in the subjects prescribed in
this curriculum for the Student-at-Law Examina-
tion, shall be entitled to admission on the books of
the Socity as a Student-at-Law, or passed as an
Articled Clerk (as the case may be) on conforming
with clause four of this curriculum, without any
further examination by the Society.

3. Every other candidate for admission to the
Society as a Student-at-Law, or to be passed as an
Articled Clerk, must pass a satisfactory examina-
tion in the subjects and books prescribed Jfor such
examination, and conform with clause four of this
curriculum.

4. Every candidate for admission as a Student-
at-Law, or Articled Clerk, shall file with the secre-
tary, six weeks before the term in which he intends
to come up, a notice {on prescribed form), signed
by a Bencher, and pay $1 fee; and, on or before
the day of presentation or examination, file with
the secretary a petition and a presentation signed
by a Barrister (forms prescribed) and pay pre-
scribed fee.

5. The Law Society Terms are as follows :

Hilary Term, first Monday in February, lasting
two weeks.

Easter Term, third Monday in May, lasting
three weeks.

Trinity Term, first Monday in September, lasting
two weeks.

Michaelmas Term, third Monday in November,
lasting three weeks.

6. The primary examinations for Students-at-
Law and Articled Clerks will begin on the third
Tuesday before Hilary, Easter, Trinity and Mich-
aelmas Terms,

7. Graduates and matriculants of universities
will present their diplomas and certificates on the
third Thursday before each term at II a.m.

8 The First Intermediate examination will begin
on the second Tuesday before each term at 9
a.m. Oral on the Wednesday at 2 p.m.

9. The Second Intermediate Examination will
begin on the second Thursday before each Term at
ga.m. Oral on the Friday at 2 p.m.

10. The Solicitors’ examination will begin on the
Tuesday next before each term at g a.m. Oral on
the Thursday at 2:30 p.m.

11. The Barristers’ examination will begin on
the Wednesday next before each Term at g a.m.
Oral on the Thursday at 2:30 p.m. -

12. Articles and assignments must be filed with
either the Registrar of the Queen’s Bench or
Common Pleas Divisions w.ithin three months from
date of execution, qtherwxse term of service will
date from date of filing.

13. Full term of five years, or, in the case of
graduates of three years, under articles must be
served before certificates of fitness can be granted

14. Service under articles is effectual onl after
the Primary examination has been passed Y

15. A Student-at-Law is required to i)ass the
First Intermediate examination in his third yea
and the Second Intermediate in his fourth yea;.
unless a graduate, in which case the First shayu be
in his second year, and his Second in the first six
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months of his third year. One year must elapse
between First and Second Intermediates. See
further, R.S.0., ch. 140, sec. 6, sub-secs. 2 and 3.

16. In computation of time entitling Students or
Articled Clerks to pass examinations to be called
to the Bar or receive certificates of fitness, exam-
inations passed before or during Term shall be
construed as passed at the actual date of the exam-
ination, or as;of the first day of Term, whichever
shall be most favourable to the Student or Clerk,
and all students entered on the books of the Soci-
ety during any Term shall be deemed to have been
so entered on the first day of the Term.

17. Candidates for call to the Bar must give
notice, signed by a Bencher, during the preceding
Term.

18. Candidates for call or certificate of fitness
are required to file with the secretary their papers
and pay their fees on or before the third Saturday
before Term. Any candidate failing to do so wiil
be required to put in a special petition, and pay an
additional fee of $2.

FEES.
Notice Fees .vvevvun.n.. tervieecassiesnss $1 00
Students’ Admission Fee ................ 50 00
Articled Clerk's Fees........... tsesriiee 40 00
Solicitor's Examination Fee.............. 60 00
Barrister’s ‘" ‘e vesrerenana 100 0O
Intermediate Fee ........coovvvvnnn.n.. 1 00
Fee in special cases additional to the above, 200 0o
Fee for Petitions....... Ciiesnnsanas veses 2 00
Fee for Diplomas ................... ces 2 00
Fee for Certificate of Admission....... ves I OO
Fee for other Certificates............. e I 00

PRIMARY EXAMINATION CURRICULUM
For 1886, 1887, 1888, 1889 anD 1890
Students-at-law.

CLASSICS,

Cicero, Cato Major.
(Virgil, Zneid, B. 1., vv, 1-304.
1886. « Ceesar, Bellum Britannicum.
IXenophon, Anabasis, B. V,
Homer, Iliad, B. VI.
Xenophon, Anabasis, B. I.
Homer, Iliad, B. VI.
. 4 Cicero, In Catilinam, I,
Virgil, Zneid, B. 1.
{Caesar, Bellum Britannicum.
{Xenophon, Anabasis, B. 1,

1887

Homer, 1liad, B. 1V,
Casar, B G. I. (vv. 133.)
Cicero, In Catilinam, I.
Virgil, Zneid, B. 1.
Xenophon, Anabasis, B. II.
Homer, Iliad, B. IV.
Cicero, In Catilinam, I.
Virgil, Zneid, B. V,
 Ceesar, B, G. 1. (vv. 1-33)
Xenophon, Anabasis, B. II.
Hpmer. Iliad, B. VI.»
Cicero, In Catilinam, II.
Virgil, Zneid, B. V.
Cesar, Bellum Britannicum,

1888

1889. <

18g0. <

Translation from English into Latin Prose, 511"01." ‘:
ing a knowledge of the first fort exercxses‘ln
Bradley's Arnold's Composition, and re-translatio
of single passages. sl

Paper on Latin Grammar, on which specid
stress will be laid.

MATHEMATICS.

Arithmetic: Algebra, to the end of Quadratic
Equations: Euclid, Bb. I., II., and III.

ENGLISH,

A Paper on English Grammar.

Composition.

Critical reading of a Selected Poem :— iste

bx?SG—Coleridge, Ancient Mariner and Chris!

abel.

1887—Thomson, The Seasons, Autumn and
Winter.

1888—Cowper, the Task, Bb. III. and IV.

1889—Scott, Lay of the Last Minstrel. 1de

18go—Byron, the Prisoner of Chillon; Chil o
Harold’s Pilgrimage, from stanza 73 of Canto 2 t
stanza 51 of Canto 3, inclusive.

HISTORY AND GEOGRAPHY,

English History, from William III. to Georg?
IIL. inclusive. Roman History, from the coI:lh
mencement of the Second Punic War to the 'deato
of Augustus. Greek History, from the Persian
the Peloponnesian Wars, both inclusive. Aﬂ?“"’:
Geography — Greece, Italy and Asia Mino®:
Modern Geography—North America and Europé

Optional Subjects instead of Greek :—

FRENCH,

A paper on Grammar.

Translation from English into French Prose.
1886 .
1888 | Souvestre, Un Philosophe sous le toits:
1890

1887}

1889 Lamartine, Christophe Colomb.

07, NATURAL PHILOSOPHY.

's
Books—Arnott’s Elements of Physics s or P‘;f:y,
Ganot's Popular Physics, and Somerville's
sical Geography.

ARTICLED CLERKS.

7.
Cicero, Cato Major ; or, Virgil, ZEneid, B I"8‘£7,
1-304, in the year 1886: and in the years ?
1888, 1889, 1890, the same portions of Cicer% 4
Virgil, at the option of the candidates, as 1°
above for Students-at-Law.
Arithmetic.
Euclid, Bb. 1., I, and III. .
English Grammar and Composition. 1
English History—Queen Anne to George I1 ‘;pe.
Modern Geography--North America and EUF
Elements of Book-Keeping.

: .
Copies of Rules can be obtained from Mes™’
+ Rowsell & Hutcheson.




