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TORONTO, ¥AN. 15, 1884.

WEe have received two answers to the
legal puzzle stated by us in our last issue,
relating to Mr. G. O., his landed estate,
and obnoxious tenant, so we can con-
clude that the rest of our nine hundred
and ninety-nine subscribers (there is one
lawyer not on our list) found themselves
baffled by it. We will therefore put an end
to the harassing suspense of these, and en-
able them to return to their legal duties
with composure. The cohveyancer to
whom Mr. G. O. resorted bethought him
of the change in the calendar which was
made in the reign of George II. The
lease dating back to the time of Charles
IL,, it ran for two hundred years from the
day of its date, which day of course
related to the months and days of the old
calendar, and thus a margin of a few.days
remained within which to give the neces-
sary six months’ notice.

[}

SincE our article on the change of time
inaugurated by the railways, a valued cor-
respondent states a point which certainly
seems to render the legalization of the
new time divisions somewhat more diffi-
cult, viz., that the railway time belts are
to some extent arbitrary, and not true
meridians, He says:—*‘The railway

people abandon meridians as boundaries
of time belts, and propose zig-zags and
curved fancy lines. They have thrown
the whole Intercolonial Railway ouf of
75° time, and so made two standard times
at Point Levis, differing by an hour from
each other . and they intimate that
they may change their time belts as they
please.” We cannot say how far this is
true, of our own knowledge, but it would
seem to throw a difficulty in the way of
the Legislature sanctioning for universal
adoption the changes suggested.

THE Privy Council in Macdonald v.
Whitfield, 49 L. T. N. S., 446, has de-
molished the decision of the Court of Ap-
peal of this Province in Janson v. Paxton,
23 C. P., 439, which laid down the doc-
trine that where several persons mutually
agree to give their indorsements on a bill,
as securities for the holder, who wishes to
discount it, they must be held to have
undertaken liability to each other, not as
sureties for the same debt, and so jointly
liable in contribution, but as proper in-
dorsers liable to indemnify each other
successively, according to the priority of
their indorsements, unless it had been
specially stipulated that they were to be
liable as co-sureties. In the later case of
Fisken v. Mishaw, 40 U. C. Q. B. 1353,
Wilson, J., thus referred to ¥anson v. Pax-
ton: “1 must say that Fanson v. Paxton
is directly opposed to the English authori-
ties, both at law and in equity, and they
are the authorities which ultimately gov-
ern our liighest Court of Appeal, the Privy
Council.” This opinion is fully borne out
by Lord Watson, who delivered the judg-
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ment of the Privy Council in Macdonald
v. Whitfield. The result of the decision
of the Privy Cduncil is, that there is no
hard and fast rule such as that laid down
by our Court of Appeal, but on the con-
trary in every case the whole facts and
circumstances attending upon the making,
issue, and transfer of a bill or note may
be referred to, in order to ascertain the
true relations of the parties who have put
their signatures upon it; and if those facts
disclose that the parties were really sure-
ties they will be entitled to contribution
from each other, notwithstanding the order
in which their names may appear upon the
instrument.

AUSTRALIAN CONFEDERATION.

It is perhaps more impossible for an
intelligent Canadian, than it may be for an
intelligent Englishman, not to feel a great
interest in the steps being taken to effect
a confederation of our Australian sister
colonies. The student of politics, at all
events, everywhere, will watch every step
in the process of establishing this new Do-
minion. It is impossible to suppose that
the Intercolonial Conference at Sydney
have not looked to our records for
guidance in the momentous movement
they are inaugurating; yet it is strange,
and perhaps not very flattering to our self-
satisfaction, to see how widely they seem
inclined to depart from the lines of the
British North America Act. We read in
that most interesting journal, The Colonies
and India, the following :—¢ The Bill for
the Constitution of a Federal Council,
drawn up by the Intercolonial Conference,
provides that each colony shall be repre-
sented by two members, and the Crown
colonies by one member. There will be
yearly sessions, and any three of the col-
onies will be competent to summon an
extra session. The first session will be

held at Hobart, and be convened by the
Governor of Tasmania. The summoning
of subsequent sessions will be determined
by the Council. The Council will be in-
vested with legislative authority in regard
to the_relations of the colonies with the
Pacific Islanders, the prevention of the
influx of criminals, marriage, divorce, fish-
eries, naturalization, enforcement of crimi-
nal process, extradition, colonial defences,
quarantine, patents, copyright, bills of ex-
change, and other matters. The Royal
assent will be necessary to give effect to
any decision arrived at by the Council,
and will be given through the Governor
of the colony where the Council may be
be in session. This Act will only be
operative in the colonies which assent to
its provisions, and will not have force
until four of the colonies have signified
their adhesion to the Bill.”

The London Spectator in a recent issue .
adds the information that the members of
the Council are to be appointed by the
Legislature, two from each free colony,
and one from each Crown colony, and
that it is expected that the Premier of
each colony represented will be in the
Council.

Now, without intending to speak pre-
sumptuously, we must say this appears
an arrangement open to grave objections.
Not only are those safeguards absent
which exist under our constitutional sys-
tem against the mingling of Dominion and
Provincial politics and questions, but the
scheme seems calculated to render such
mingling inevitable. With us a voter can
give effect to his views on current Do-
minion questions by registering his vote
for the party which favours them; while
he can also give effect to his views on
Provincial questions by voting, if neces:
sary, for the opposite party. But the
only way the Australian will be able
to secure representation of his views if
the Federal Council will be by voting
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for that party, at the Provincial elections,
Which supports these views in Federal
Questions, Yet this may obviously involve
a sacrifice, on his part, of his convictions
as to which party it is for the interests of

1S Province to see in power. For the

ederal Council, it would appear, is to be
the creature of the Provincial Legislatures.

ence either ‘Dominion or Provincial in-
terests will have to go to the wall, or be
Made subordinate, one to the other.

Then if all the Premiers are to be on

€ Federal Council, it seems inevitable
that they will use their powers in the

ouncil to influence the elections to the
fovincial Legislatures in their several

Tovinces ; and the system seems to ren-

€r what we should term Dominion inter-
€rence in Provincial matters inevitable.
Again, if the Federal Council develop a
entralizing tendency, the members hav-
Ing the Provinces under their control,
there would appear to be great danger to

Tovincial autonomy.

These reflections, it appears to us, must
oceur to any one at all conversant with
aﬂ:airs, in this country. But perhaps the
€Xigencies of the occasion rendered such
4 scheme as the above the only one that
Would satisfy the majority of the delegates.

hatever the result of their deliberations,
there can be no doubt Australia will

ave the warmest sympathy on the part
°f her Canadian sister, and we may
look forward to a period of friendly and
8lorious rivalry between the two Do-
Minions, to which no man shall fix the
limits,
\

LAW SOCIETY.

MICHAELMAS TERM, 47 Vicr., 1883.

. T*'!E following is the resumé of the pro-
r:eﬂlngs of the Benchers during Michael-
as Term, published by authority :—

During this term the following gentle-
men were called to the Bar, namely:—
Messrs. George Kappele, gold medalist,
with honours; C. A. Masten, R. A. Por-
teous,vel s. A. Mulligan, John Soper Mc-
Kay, W. J. Taylor, Thos. Chapple, Chas.
Macdonald, R. A. Coleman, F. J. Dunbar,
C. G. Jarvis, F. E. Titus, A.L Reid, A.
Mackenzie, W. H. Barry, E. Bell, W. ].
Wallace, J. J. A. Weir, Jas. Garbutt.

The following gentlemen received cer-
tificates of fitness, namely; -- Messrs.
George Kappele, T. T. Porteous, A. E.
Barber, W. J. Taylor, J. D. Gausby, W.
B. Dickson, C. H. Cline, Wm. Cook,
Charles Henderson, F. ]J. Dunbar, J. W.
Hanna, D. C. Murchison, R. A, Cole.
man, Jas. Garbutt, W. H. McLean, ]J.
P. Telford, J. G. Jones, W. J. Wallace,
E. Bell, J. M. Kelbourne, Hugh McMillan,
J. Stuart, F. S. Wallbridge, H. C. Hamil-,
ton, Chas. Macdonald, C. H. Ivey.

The following gentlemen passed the
first intermediate examination, namely:
—E. W. H. Blake, honours and first
scholarship; A. E. O’Meara, honours
and second scholarship; O. K. Fraser,
honours, and third scholarship; W. E.
Raney, A. M. Taylor, R. S. Hays, E. A.
Holman, W. S. Ormiston, T. Mclntosh,
W. H. Sibley, H. Wissler, J. Nason, A.
C. Morris, W. J. Tremeear, J. C. Judd,
F. M. Gray, G. G. S. Lindsey, T. Urqu-
hart, R. Vanstone, J P. Eastwood, J. Car-
son, E. R. C. Martin, O. L. Lewis, R. G.
Fisher, M. ]J. McCarron, R. B. Beaumont,
A. D. McLaren, Thos. Hobson, Andrew
Grant, J- H. Bobier, H. J. Dawson, W. ]J.
McWhinney, H. W. Bucke, A. S, Camp-
bell, N. J. Clark, J. Craine, W. G. Fisher,
S. T. Hamilton, F. Hornsby, J. J. Smith,
F. Stone. *

The following gentlemen passed the
second intermediate, namely:—A. Car-
ruthers, honours and first scholarship;
A. E. Kennedy, honours and second
scholarship; A.S. Lown, A. M. Dymond,
G. Wall, J. A. Valin, A. A, Mahaffy, W.
E. Middleton, A. B. McBride, J. D. S. C.
Robertson, John Douglas, F. R. Powell,
D. S. Kendall, T. C. Milligan, P. H.
Simpson, D. W. Saunders, T. B. Bunting,

"W.D. Jones, J. E. Moberly, E. McKeough,

Alex. Skinner, F. W. Thistlewaite.
The following gentlemen were admitted
into the Society as students-at-law,
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namely :—Graduates : T. F, Lyall, W. G.
H. McAllister, C. J. McCabe, J. S. Skin-
ner, W. S. Harrington, F. W. Raines.
Matriculants : D. R. Anderson, E. P. Mc-
Neil, C. Elliott, J. B. Lucas, W. F. Ban-
nerman, F. B. Featherstonhaugh, D. S.
-Wallbridge, F. C. Jarvis, Ira Standish,
W. P. McMahon.

Juniors:—A. Bridgman, H. C. Rose,
Colin MclIntosh, W. A. Thrasher, D, A.
Dunlop, T. B. Denton, M. Routhier, W.
S. Livingston, J. A. Chisholm, Paugarvis,
M. H. Simpson, Thos. Scullard, J. Harper.

Monday, November 1gth.

Present :

The Treasurer, and Messrs. Bethune,
Ferguson, Murray, Foy, Maclennan, Moss,
Crickmore, Robertson, Mackelcan, J. F.
Smith, Martin. . ,

The report of the Finance Committee
on the subject of the supply of heat, water
and light to Osgoode Hall was presented
and read, and ordered to be considered on
20oth November.

Tuesday, November 2oth,

Present :

The Treasurer, and Messrs. Maclennan,
Murray, Robertson, Martin, Hudspeth,
Read, Bethune, L. W. Smith, Crickmore,
Moss, J. F. Smith, Mackelcan, Ferguson,
Hoskin.

The report of the Finance Committee
on the subject of heating, lighting, etc.
Osgoode Hall, which was presented on the
1g9th, was considered and unanimously
adopted.

The Finance Committee were directed
to negotiate with the Government on the
subject.

Mr. Maclennan presented the report of
the Reporting Committee as follows :—

The Committee on Reporting beg leave
to report as follows:

1. The Committee have had under their
consideration the subject of the decisions
in the Chancery Division of the High
Court, and they are of the opinion that it
is impossible to overtake the efficient re-
porting of those decisions with the present
staff.

2. The Committee have also, after full
discussion and careful consideration, in
which they were assisted by the editor,
agreed to recommend, as the best means of
meeting the difficulty, the immediate ap-

pointment of another reporter to the High
Court, at a salary of twelve hundred dollars
a year. 4

3. In the meantime in order to expedite
the issue of the Chancery cases in arrear
the Committee took the responsibility of
authorizing the editor to provide assistance
to Mr. Lefroy until permanent arrange-
ments could be made.

All which is respectfully submitted.

(Signed) JaMeEs MACLENNAN.
Nov. 20th, 1883.

The report was adopted.

Mr. Maclennan introduced the following
rule, based upon the report, namely,

That section 3 of rule 109 be amended
by substituting the word “four” for the
word * three " in the first line thereof.

The rule was read a first time and was
ordered to be read a second time on Satur-
day, 24th November.

Mr. Martin gave the following notice for
next meeting, namely, That the questions
put by the examiners at the intermediate
and final examinations be published.

Saturday, Nov. 24th, 1883.

Present:

Messrs. Crickmore, Martin, Murray,
Ferguson, Foy, Bethune, Maclennan, J.
F. Smith, McCarthy, Moss, Read.

Mr. Maclennan was elected Chairman
in the absence of the Treasurer.

Mr. W. H. Steele’s petition was referred
to Finance Committee.

Mr. Lee’s -letter was read—no action
taken.

The letter of Mr. Tully referring to the
use of water by the contractors was re-
ferred to Finance Committee.

The rule to amend rule 109, respecting
the reporters introduced by Mr. Mac-
lennan, was read a second and third time
and was adopted. '

Mr. Martin’s motion for the publication
of the questions put by the examiners was
referred to Legal Education Committee,
with,power to act.

Friday, November 20th.

Present:

The Treasurer, and Messrs. Mackelcan,
S. H. Blake, Murray, McMichael, Britton,
Maclennan, J. F. Smith and Crickmore.

A letter from Mr. W. A. Taylor, the Sec-
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;;teac? ot the Manitoba Law Society, re- | of interviews with the editor, who has

i

e ng the supply of Ontario reports to

the C anitoba Bar was read and re erred to

ti Ommittee on Reporting for considera-
on and report.

p Saturday, December 8th.
resgnt :

G the' Treasurer, and Messrs. Crickmore, |.

hrie, Foy, Ferguson, Hoskin, Murray,

L_- W. Smith, Mackelcan, Read,

+ -+ Smith, Maclennan, Bethune, Moss,

Michae],

a € petitions of Messrs. Livingston and

tionce Wwere granted, the Legal Educa-

abln Committee having reported favour-
My upon them.

ren.r. Maclennan presented the second

foﬁort of the Committee on reporting as
Ows

8th December, 1883.

The Commi i
ttee on Reporting beg leave
to Teport as follows : P g bk

rel' Sever}teen applications for the new
quz‘l’i"ézzlshlp have been received from
Mittey persons and their names are sub-
h2° Since last Term Mr. Grant has issued
Re ast number of volume 29 of Grant's
pl Port’s which is now practically com-
°te, with the exception of the index. He
ths also issued a number of volume 8 of
very PPeal Reports. He is still however
Rey largely in arrear with the Appeal
ne £_‘l)rt5, but says that 500 pages are
eCOY ready to issue. The Committee
1akemmend that no adverse action be
ackn at present with reference to the
Ward state of these reports.

e Chancery Division Reports are
abl: very forward state, but an unavoid-
la elay has occurred in the issue of a
Number of cases at the last moment.
€ work in the other Courts is in a
ory state with the exception of
Ndex of volume 2 of the Ontario
Its, and 32 Common Pleas. :

€ digest is in a forward state. It
pletec?mprise the following volumes com-
e *>-29 Grant, 32 Common Pleas, 46
l‘acetr'l €S Bench, 3 Ontario Reports and g
eXpe ICe Repqrts§ and it is confidently
pro eCtG:d that it will be in the hands of the
6. ~Slon by the 1st day of May next. -
" “he Committee have had a number

rge

Satisf,
the : ct

epo

made several suggestions as to modifi--
cation of the rules relating to reporting,
which your Committee think well worthy
of careful consideration. :

All which is respectfully submitted.

(Signed), JaMES MacLENNAN,
Chairman.

The report was ordered for considera-
tion paragraph by paragraph.

The first paragraph was adopted. At
this stage of the proceedings Mr. Boomer
was elected a joint-reporter of the High
Court of Justice.

The second paragraph of the report
was adopted.

The third, fourth, fifth and sixth para-
graphs were adopted.

Mr. Maclennan, from the Reporting
Committee, presented their report on the
letter of Mr. Taylor, the Secretary of the
Manitoba Law Society, in the matter of
the supplying of Ontario reports to that
Society.

The report was ordered to be considered
at the next meeting of Convocation.

On the motion of Mr. Murray, it was
ordered that the Finance Committee be
instructed to order for the Convocation
room and dining-room such furniture as
may be deemed necessary,

Mr. Poole’s petition was refused.

The petitions of Messrs. S. W. Burns
and R. W. Witherspoon were refused.

Wednesday, Dec. 26th.

Present :

The Treasurer, and Messrs. Crickmore,
Murray,dl. F. Smith, Foy, Irving, Mac-
lennan, thrie, Hoskin, Cameron, Moss,
McMichael.

The report of the Finance Committee
on the petition of W. H. Steele was
adopted.

The report of the Reporting Committee
on the letter of the Secretary of the Mani-
toba Law Soéiety, appointed to be con-
sidered to-day, was read as follows : —

The Committee on Reporting beg leave
to report as follows: ’

They have had under consideration an’
inquiry from the Law Society of Manitoba
whether arrangements could be made by
which the Ontario Reports could be sup-
plied to the members of that Society ; and
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they find that the number which will be
required is about one hundred.

Your Committee recommend that the
reports be supplied to the members of the
Manitoba Law Society at the price of
$17.50 a year in advance, provided that
not less than eighty sets be taken, the
sets to comprise the Appeal Reports, the
Ontario Reports and the Practice Reports,
reserving to Convocation the right to alter
the price at the end of any year.

All which is respectfully submitted.

On the motion of Mr. Cameron it was
ordered,

That the thanks of Convocation be
given to the Rev. Dr. Barclay, for his gift
to the Society of a copy of his sermon,
preached on the occasion of the death of
Chief Justice McLean.

Convocation adjourned.

REPORTS.

RECENT ENGLISH PRACTICE CASES.

BursTALL V. FEARON.
Imp. O. 50—0nt. O. 44.

Revivor—Death of sole Plaintiff—Administra-
. tion Proceedings.
[L. R.24 Ch. D. 126,

A person served with notice of an adminis-
tration judgment, and who has obtained liberty
to attend the proceedings under it, is in the
same position as a party to the action, and is
entitled to obtain an order of course to revive
the action on the death of the sole plaintiff.

BuTcHER v. POOLER.

Imp. Fud. Act, sec. 49, O. 55, r. 1—Ont. Fud, Act,
sec. 32, 7. 428.

Partnership suit—Costs of unsuccessful claim—
Appeal for costs.
[C. A. L. R. 24 Ch. D. 173.

On the death of one member of a certain
partnership, an action was instituted by his
executrix, in which a decree was made to
administer the partnership estate. In the
course of the administration a dispute as to

facts arose, which was first dealt with by the
Chief Clerk, and then adjourned into Court,
and the decision was adverse to the plaintiff.
Bacon, V.C., decided against her, but ordered
the costs of the enquiry to come out of the
estate. The defendants, the surviving part-
ners, now appealed from this order as to costs.

The question was whether the Court had
jurisdiction to hear the appeal.

Held, that the case did not come within the
rule in Foster v. Great Western Railway Com-
pany, L. R. 8 Q. B. D. 25, 515, that the Court
cannot make a successful defendant pay the
costs of a plaintiff who has wholly failed ; but
that it was within the discretion of the Court
to order all costs reasonably incurred in ascer-
taining the fund to be paid out of the fund, and
that an appeal would not lie.

NoOTE.—The appellants argued in the above case
that there was no juvisdiction to make a syccessful
party pay costs, citing Fohnstone v. Cox, L. R. 19
Ch. D. 17; and Foster v. Great Western Railway
Company, L. R. 8 Q. B. D. 25, 515. The case ts

a good one to refer to on the question of appealing
in vespect to costs.

IN RE AGAR ELLis, Acar ELLIs V.
LLASCELLES.

Imp. Fud. Act. sec. 25, sub.-s. 10—Ont, Fud. Act,
sec. 17, sub.-s. 9.
Infants—Habeas Corpus—Prevalence of Equity.

LC. A. L. R.24 Ch. D. 3a3.
It is not correct to say the law is altered by
this section. The Courts of law and equity

administered the law alike in proceedings
under writs of hzebeas corpus.

PRresTNEY v. CORPORATION OF
COLCHESTER.

Imp. O. 31, r7, 11, 12—Ont. Rules 221, 222.

Production of documents—Place of production.
[C. A, L. R. 24 Ch. D. 376.

Where an order has been made for produc-
tion of documents at a particular place the
Judge or his successor may at any time make
a fresh order appointing a different place, if
the circumstances render it advisable. And
although such an order may be appealed from
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tl;:egt?llrt will not interfere with the Judge's
In t;:?n except on some special ground. )
by the (l]S case an order was made for production
anof efendants at London. Six months after
ed efr order was made, on the application of
bug te endants, for production at Colchest.er.
. foree Court of Appeal, on the matter coming
Plaing ﬁthem, added a direction that the
o 8 should be at liberty to apply for the
Drellctxon o.f any documents which might be ¢
at tl‘;‘mvemently examined in London; and
any ade_d‘efendants should undertake to pay
i ditional costs caused by the alteration
€ Place of production.

IN Re Peace v. WALLER.

I
"p. Fud. Act,s. 25, sub.-s. 8—Ont. Fud. Act,
5. 17, sub.-s. 8.

Costs—Taxation of solicitor's bill—Receiver.
{C. A. L. R, 24 Ch. D. 40s.

ap:il.i’ ; married woman, by her next fr_ie.nd,
incune- tO‘ tax the bill of t:osts of her solicitor
estat, ed in a suit relating to her separate
haq :;; After the Taxing Master’s certificates
appli e.n filed, an order was made on the
of vy Cation of the solicitor, directing an enquiry
date (;‘t M’s, s'eparate estate consisted at the
cin the filing of the certificate capable of
§ reached by the judgment and execution
Tece] N .COUK‘?. and appointing a person to
. V& it until the amount found due on taxa-
" Was paid,

eld, that this order was proper, and that it
Dot necessary to take separate proceedings

Ction to enforce the demand against the
rate estate,

Wag

by a
SeP

In
RE ManiToBa EcoNomic BUILDING

. SociETY.
0 .
" ¥. Act, secs. 38, 39—Imp. O. 58, 7. 15
sy (1875).
al—Extension of time for appeal—Special
grounds.

. A creditor of

0 ¢o
. -ourt for
Windin 2

g

a certain company filed a petition
supervision order or a compulsory
Rorg, ng UP order of the company, in necessary

Ce of the fact, as was also the Court, that a

preceding extraordinary resolution of the share-
holders to wind up the company voluntarily was
invalid. A supervision order was made. Five
months afterwards he discovered the invalidity of
the said resolution, and now moved before the
Court of Appeal for leave to appeal against the
supervision order notwithstanding the lapse of
time. The proper time for appealing from the
supervision order was twenty-one days, * except
by special leave of the Court of Appeal.” (Imp. O.
58, r. 15,1875.) .

Held, that leave to appeal, notwithstanding the
lapse of time, ought to be granted, the mistake as
to the validity of the resolution forming a special
ground for the application, and the respondents
having no equity toresist it.

IC. A. L. R. 24 Ch. D, 488.

Per BrReTT, M. R.—It has been attempted to
define and circumscribe, and lay down in other
words than are laid down in the rule (Imp. O.
58, r. 15, 1875; cf. R. S. O., 38, s. 45), the
jurisdiction and duties of the Court of Appeal.
That rule must stand as it was written; it
must stand as it was adopted by Parliament;
and what the Court has in each case to do is
to see whether there are grounds for the Court
to give the special leave; and I know of no
rule other than this, that the Court has power
to give the special leave, and, exercising its
discretion, is bound to give the special leave,
if justice requires that that leave should be
given.

Per CotTON, L. J.—In order that the appel-
lant may be relieved from lapse of time, it is
not necessary to shew that there has been
anything in the conduct of the respondent
which entitles the appellant to be relieved, it
is sufficient if he satisfies the Court that there
has been something either in the acts of the
respondent or from other circumstances which
entitle him to be relieved, and to be allowed to
appeal notwithstanding the time has elapsed.

Per BoweN, L. J.—It seems to me that to
attempt in any case to lay down a set of iron
rails on which the discretion of the Court of
Appeal was always to be obliged to run, and
to say that the leave of the Court would never
be granted except in certain special circum-
stances and in a defined way, would be very
perilous. Of course it is to be exercised in the
way in which judicial power and discretion
ought to be exercised, upon principles which
are well understood, but which had better not
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Q. B. Div.]

NoTEs oF CANADIAN CASEs.

[Q. B. Div.

be defined in a case except so far as may be
necessary for the decision of that case, other-
wise there is the great danger, as it seems to
me, of crystallizing into a rigid definition, that
judicial power and discretion which the Legis-
lature and the Rules of Court have, for the
best of all reasons, left undetermined and un-
fettered. If the person whois asking for leave
to appeal after twenty-one days is only asking
for what is just, why should he not have it ?

NOTES OF CANADIAN CASES.

" PUBLISHED IN ADVANCE BY ORDER OF THE
LAW SOCIETY.

QUEEN'S BENCH DIVISION.

Wilson, C. J.]
Hynes ET AL. v. FISHER ET AL.

Master and servamt—Intimidation of servamt—

" Injunction—Suppression of facts on motion ex
parte for injunction—Dissolving injunction on
motion to continue.

On a motion to continue an injunction, the
defendant may bring forward such facts as he
might if he were moving to dissolve the injunc-
tion, and may show suppression of facts by
the plaintiff as a ground for dissolving it, and
may thereupon move to dissolve it.

The plaintiffs individually were members of
the Master Plasterers’ Association, and the
defendants individually were members of the
Operative Plasterers’ Association. The plain-
tiffs did not by their writ state in what char-
acter they sued, but, by their affidavits filed,
professed to represent their association, and
joined the defendants as representing the
Operative Association. Some of the defend-
ants, by threats, intimidation and violence,
prevented one man, who had contracted to
work for one of the plaintiffs, from fulfilling his
contract, and induced him to leave Toronto,
where he had been hired to work, whereby
his master suffered injury to his business.

Held, that this entitled the master to an in-
junction, restraining these defendants from so
" interfering with his servants.

It appeared that previous to the intimidatiop ..
four workmen had struck work with one W.,a
member of the plaintiff’s association, because
W. had refused to pay one of his workmen the
wages demanded for him by them. There-
upon, the plaintiff’s association passed a reso-
lution imposing a fine on any of its members
who should employ the four striking workmen,
and communicated this to the defendants’
association. The latter demanded the rescis-
sion of the resolution, and notified the plain-
tifs association that in default the workmen
would strike. The resolution was not re-
scinded, and the workmen struck. The in-
timidation complained of by the plaintiffs
followed as a consequence.

Held, that the defendants, by showing the
fact of the resolution of the plaintiff’s associa-
tion, which the plaintiffs had not divulged on
their motion ex parte for the injunction which
they now moved to continue, were entitled to
have the injunction dissolved.

Held, also, upon the merits, that the plain-
tiffs were not entitled to the injunction on
account of their resolution.

S. H. Blake, Q.C., and O'Sullivan for the
plaintiffs,

Osler, Q.C., and Fullerton for the defendants.

——

Wilson, C. J.]
HyNEs ET AL. v. FISHER ET AL.
(McCoRrp AND JENKINS' CASE.)

Injunction—Interference with process—Contempt
of court—Parties in rvepresentative capacity.

Pending the injunction in this case, one P.,
who was not a party to this action, but was a
member of the plaintiff’s association, on behalf
of the association hired one H. to work for
him. McCord and Jenkins, members of the
defendant’s association but not parties to the
action, hearing of this, went to H., and induced
him to refuse to work for P., and to leave
Toronto. The Court was of opinion that M.
and J. knew of the injunction pending at the
time. The plaintiffs did not state by their
writ that they sued in any representative char-
acter, nor did they sue the defendants in 2
representative capacity; but the plaintifts’
affidavits stated that the plaintiffs represented
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their asggciation, and the defendants, theirs.
1 Motiop to commit M. and J. for contempt
of Procegg of the Court.
€ld, thet the Master Plasterers’ Association
Was not myde a party to nor sufficiently repre-
sen't ed in the action by the allegations in the
plaintiffg affidavits ; and that no act against
the plaingjgs individually having been estab-
lished, M; 454 J. could not be held guilty of
contempt gor interference with the association,
and that, though the association might be
added by amendment, the injunction would
also have to be amended, and in the meantime
}‘4‘ and J, me-s - witted of rontempt

“r

by acceptance of an application for in-
Ce, called a * binding application,” made
€M by M., the owner. On the same day,
2 Pplication of the plaintiffs a memorandum
Written on the margin of the application,
the dSIgne_d by the manager and secretary of
.e_fefendants’ companies, that they covered
firgt ourth, subject to. survey and approval at
a ep("‘t of arrival, etc. On the 4th April, an
Ment was signed by defendants’ president
ovﬁ:"am’-ger, under which defendants were to
pl&inti; fourth part of the risks accepted by
N 83 but it was expressly agreed that the
clag Covered were only on hulls of vessels not
%ed below B 1. '
Viet, ::he defendants’ Act of Incorporation, 36
l3gyeq .. 103» all policies, instruments, etc.,
be .. °f entered into by defendants, were to

8i X
8hed by the president or vice-president,

dayg,

suran
to th

On 5.

and countersigned by the manager and secre-
tary, or as otherwise directed by the rules and
regulations of the company.in case of their
absence, and so signed it should be deemed
valid, etc. :

Held, that the agreement of the 4th April
could not be relied on, as it was limited to
vessels not below B 1, and the evidence shewed
that the vessel here had never been classed ;
but that the contract was contained in the
memorandum written in the margin of the
application, and that it was so signed so as to
be binding on the defendants; for that, in the
absence of evidence to the contrary, it must
be deemed to be signed in accordance with
the rules and regulations of the company.

It appeared that the vessel was driven
ashore on the 6th September, whereupon the
plaintiffs, of their own motion, procured a tug,
steam pumps, etc., got the vessel off, and
towed her to Detroit, where she was put into
dry-dock and repaired. The salvage charges,
and repairs, etc., amounted to $4,000. On
26th September, the owner notified the plain-
tiffs that he abandoned the vessel, and would
not be responsible for any of the expenses,
etc.; whereupon the plaintiffs settled with
him for some $3,000. On 2gth September, the
vessel was libelled for seamen’s wages, and
salvage charges, and was subsequently sold to
pay same. The actual damage doné to the
vessel only amounted to $1go. At the time of
the accident the vessel had only one achor,
having lost a short time previously the second
one she had.

Held, that, if there was no express warranty
as to seaworthiness, and being a lesser policy
none could be implied; and that there was
no evidence to shew that the having only one
anchor constituted unseaworthiness.

Held, also (1) there was no total loss so far
as defendants were concerned ; (2) defendants
were liable as upon a general average for ex-
penses incurred by plaintiffs as salvers and
insurers in saving the ship, after deducting
the proportion to be borne by the owners ot
the vessel and cargo, etc.; (3) the cargo was
in fact valued by the plaintiffs and delivered
to the owners; (4) there was no particular
average for which the defendants were respon-
sible, or towards which defendants were liable
to contribute. The pleadings were directed to
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be amended according to the findings, and the
costs apportioned.

McMichael, Q.C., and W. T. Boyd for the
plaintiffs.

Osler, Q.C., and B;ggar contra.

Rose, ].]

COOPER ET AL. V. CENTRAL ONTARIO
R. W. Co.

Verdict subject to reference—Failure of refevence
by lapse of time—Setting aside verdict in single
court—Venue, change of.

[Dec. 21, 1883.

At the Ottawa assizes, a formal verdict was
entered for the plaintiff, subject to a reference.
The reference failed through the omission of
the arbitrator to enlarge the term for making
the award. ‘ ‘

A judge in High Court set aside the verdict
and ordered a new trial. 4

The plaintiffs resided at Montreal, and the
defendants’ offices at Ottawa, and some of the

lamtlff's witnesses resided at Toronto; and
it appeared that Toronto was as easily acces-
gible as Ottawa, and that unless a change of
venue was directed, the case would be laid up
until the spring assizes.

Under these circumstances the venue was
changed to Toronto, and the case directed to
be tried at the January sittings.

Arnoldi, for the plaintiff.

Marsk. for the defendant.

. PRACTICE.

)

Mr. Dalton, Q.C.}

Cameron J. [Nov., 1883.

Citizens' INSURANCE Co. v, CaMPBELL
ET AL,

Particulays—Motion to strike out—Evidence.

I an action- of libel, the defence was a
general statement of the truth of the alleged
libel. An order was made for particylars
under this defence, and. particulars were
delivered. The plaintiffs moved to strike
them out or prevent evidence being given upon
them at the trial, as being too general The
Master in Chambers

Held, that particulars cannot be struck out;
but if the particulars delivered are too general

. the Judge at the trial will exercise his discre-

‘tion as to the admission of evidence there-
under.

On appeal,
Master’s order.

Rae, for plaintiff.

Osler, Q.C., for defendant Campbell.

H. F. Scott, Q.€., for defendant McCord.

CAMERON, J. sustained the

—

Mr. Dalton, Q.C.] [Nov., 1883.

RosiNsoN v. BERGIN.

Writ of attachment binds land from secizure—
What is a seizure ?

The mere fact that a writ of attachment
against an absconding debtor is in the Sheriff’s
hands does not bind the debtor’s land, and
the land is not bound until seizure.

Warrener v. Kingsmill, 13 U. C. R. 18, fol-
lowed.

The Sheriff's bailiff went to, and entered
upon the land of the debtor, on which his
family resided, and finding there no goods, did
not leave anyone in possession ; he said that
he had no instructions beyond the warrant to .
seize the land ; he told the debtor’s wife at the
time-that the land would be sold, but he did
no other act ot seizure.

Held, that there was no seizure.
Aylesworth, for the attaching creditors.
H. ¥. Scott, Q.C., for execution creditors.

Cameton, J] [Dec. 1883

IN R JENKINS v."MILLER.

Prohibition—Division Court— Furisdiction—
Set off.

The plaintiff brought his action in a Divisiod
Court for $74.31, his claim being $156.36, 8%
unascertained amount, as against which B¢
admitted a set-off of $82.05. At the trial ia
the Division Court the plaintiff affirmed

sement between them to set off agamsf the
plaintifi’s claim the value of certain pufch“‘”
made by the plaintiff from the defendant,

rthc defendant denied that there had been 8
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the judge at the trial found as a matter of fact
. that there had been such an agreement.

Upon motion for prohibition :

Held, following Fleming v. Livingstone, 6 P.R.
63, and Dizon v. Snarr, 6 P. R. 336, that it was
a question of fact for the judge of the Division
Court to determine whether or not there was
an agreement between the plaintiff and defend-
ant, and the judge having determined that
there was an agreement, there was jurisdiction.

. Prohibition refused.

G. Bell, for the motion.

McVittie, contra.

Mr. Dalton, Q.C.] [Dec. 22, 1883.

McLEAN v. SMITH.

Fudgment against married woman—Setting aside
—Lapse of time.

Motion to set aside judgment entered in
1878 against one of the defendants, the wife of
her co-defendant, on the ground that she is
find was a married woman, and the judgment
18 therefore not justified. The original process
In the action was served upon the defendant,
the married woman, personally, and upon this
application she swore that she handed it to her
husband, but never authorized anyone to act
for her as solicitor. She was not proceeded
3gainst as a married woman. D., an attorney,
appeared for her and her husband, and judg:
Ment was signed against both defendants, by
consent of D., on an order made in Chambers
38 long ago as 1875. Execution was at once
1ssued under the judgment, and the personal
Property of the female defendant was seized
and sold by the sheriff without complaint from

Sr. It appeared that at the time of the com-
Mencement of the suit the married woman had
1 interest in certain real estate, which she
24 her husband conveyed away after action

ought and before judgment.
o affidavit from the male defendant, nor
fom D, the attorney, was filed.

The Master in Chambers

Held, that after the long lapse of time’ and

- Under the circumstances shown he could not
Set aside the judgment. card
McClive, for the motion. '
4. C. Galt, contra.

Rose, ]J.] [Dec. 24, 1883.

WiLsoN v. WAINFLEET.
Municipal law—Opening voad allowance.

This was an application by plaintiff for a
mandamus to compel the municipal council of
the township of Wainfleet to open an original
road allowance. ‘

A by-law had been passed by the council
in June, 1882, and notice given to the parties
in possession to remove all fences and other
obstacles from the road allowance. Nothing
further was done by the council up to the
time of making the application, Nov. 1, 1883.

Rosk, J. :

Held, that it is discretionary with and not
obligatory upon a municipal council to open
a road allowance, and the fact that a by-law
had been passed did not create such an’
obligation, and that a mandamus would not be
granted.

Osler, Q.C., for plaintiff.

C. Robinson, Q.C., and Coz, for defendants.

Wilson, C. J.] [Nov. 2, 1883.

Cooks v. STROUD.

Examination of judgment debtor—Unsatisfactory
answers.

Motion to commit defendant, etc.

A satisfactory answer, upon examination as
a judgment debtor, according to the statute
R.8.0,, ¢. 50, sec. 305, means more than that
the answer shall be a full, appropriate, and
pertinent answer to the question: it means
that the answers shall show a satisfactory dis-
position of the property. :

‘The defendant in his examination said he
had no real estate nor any personal estate.

In the fall of 1882 he had about $300 in
money ; he paid his bills with it, and lost the
balance at the horse races at Buffalo. Since
the fall of 1882 he has been in his father’s
employ; he gets nothing but his board and
clothing,

When he conveyed the tannery lot to his
father, which he held in trust for him, he said:
“1 could not say what the consideration: was,

. or whether I was paid anything or not; I for-
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get; I can’t think of it, I forget whether I
received any money for that then or since; it
was before judgment. . . . . My father
wanted me to get it fixed.”

Held, that the defendant, in his examination,
had disclosed his property and his transactions
respecting the same; and had not concealed
or made away with his property in order to
defeat or defraud his creditors.

Held, however that the defendant had not
answered fully or trutbfully with respect to the
fact of receiving or not receiving money or
other considerations for signing the tannery
deed, or the amount of it, if he did receive
any such money or consideration; and that
the answers he had given respecting his trans-
actions with his property were not satisfactory
by reason of ‘the illegal and wrongful disposi-
tion of it by gambling or horse-racing and
otherwise. ‘

Defendant allowed to appear for further
examination, and ordered to pay costs of first
examination and this application forthwith.

‘Aylesworth, for the plaintiff,

Holman, for the defendant.

—

Proudfoot, J.] [Nov. 28, 1883.
McPHERSON V. McPHERsON.

Tenants in common—Claim against co-tenants for
excess of rent received—Execution cyeditors—
Priority.

The plaintiff was tenant in common with the
defendants, and is proved to have received
more than his proper share of the rent. The
defendants claimed against the plaintiff's share
of the land for the excess of rent received by
the plaintifi. There were executions in the
sheriff's hands, and the execution creditors had
come in under the decree in the cause.

Held, that the defendant’s claim being simply
for a debt for which an action might be brought
there is no actual change untila judgment was
obtained.

The execution creditors do not lose their
priority by ¢oming in under the decree, and
are entitled to have it maintained.

. Held, that the case is not varied by some of
the defendants being infants.

Purdom, for the appeal.

_ ¥. Hoskin, Q.C., Hoyles,.and Macbeth, contra,

Mr. Dalton, Q.C.] [Dec. 31,1883,

Davies v. HuBBARD.

Notice of tvial—Service—Leaving copy in office of
defendant’s solicitor.

Service of notice of trial effected by leaving
a copy of the same in the office of the defend-
ant’s solicitor before six o’clock, but after the
solicitor and his clerks had left for the day,
held to be good service only from the time
when the notice came to the knowledge of the
solicitor, '

The practice laid down in Consumers’ Gas
Co. v. Kissock, 5 U. C. 542, and in McCallum
v. Provincial Ins. Co., 6 P. R. 101, held not to
have been altered by the O. J. A. as to service
upon defendant’s solicitor.

A. G. McLean, for the defendant.

H. Cassels, for the plaintiff.

Proudfoot, J.] [Jan. g, 1884.

CHRISTOPHER V. NoxoN.
Taxation—Witnesses—Abortive Trial.

A taxing officer refused to allow the plain-
tiffs the expenses of seventeen witnesses who
were subpeenaed to attend a trial at Hamilton °
which proved abortive, the trial being post-
poned because the defendants had not obeyed
an order to produce.

The defendants were ordered to pay the
costs of the hearing at Hamilton rendered
nugatory by the postponement.

The seventeen witnesses were subpcenaed to
be examined at the abortive trial, and were
examined at the adjourned trial upon matters
which the judge held could not be interfered
with by the court,

Held, on appeal from the taxing officer that
in refusing the plaintiffs the costs of sub-
peenaing these seventeen witnesses the taxing
officer did not erroneously exercise the dis-
cretion given him by Rule 442, O. J. A.

.G. Bell, for the appeal.

Hoyles, contra.,
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Mr., Daltbn, Q.C.] [Jan. 12,

CLARK V. ST. CATHARINES.

Seeurity for costs—Plaintiff not able to answer
costs and put forward by others.

brcs)zcgﬁty for costs was ordered in an action
oth ght by a ratepayer for himself and the
€T ratepayers to restrain the delivery by

R:l corporation of certain debentures to 2
th el Wway Company, where it appeared from
fin ex.amm'ation of the plaintiff that he was
- ancially incompetent to pay the defendants’
. sts, and was only interested to an insignifi-
ant extent; and where he swore that he ex-
Pected certain persons named to pay his costs
3:‘1 to protect him should the case go ad-
ml‘Sely, that he did not want to spend any
thoney on the prosecution of his own right in
‘2 matter, and that he did not know who
10structed the plaintiff's solicitor.

Plumb, for the motion.

Hoyles, contra.

Mr. Dalton, Q.C.] [Jan. 14.

DoEerr v. Ranp.

Security for costs—Pracipe order for—Seiting
aside—Stay of proceedings.

A defendant is not necessarily entitled to
Security for costs because the plaintiff’s resi-
dence is out of the jurisdiction.

If it be made apparent by evidence, which
the court should look at, that the defendant

3s no defence, security will not be ordered.
. The defendant admitted on his examination
In this cause, that he owed the debt sued for,
but he afterwards alleged a counterclaim for
. lu?gal arcest by the plaintiff in the course of

18 action.

Held that, under these circumstances, the
defendant was not entitled to security for
°°§t8, and a precipe order for security was set
aside with costs. .

Held, that a pracipe order for security for
Costs is a stay of proceedings while it exists,
3d a motion for judgment made simulta-
Beously with the motion to set aside the

Y@cipe order for security for costs was refused.

Cameron and McPhillips, for plaintiff.

4. B. Cox, for defendant.

Boyd, C.] [Jan. 14.

Re Lyons.
" Costs—Scale of.

After a mortgage sale, the first mortgagee
paid the surplus proceeds of sale, $162, into
court.

The third mortgagee petitioned for payment
out to him of the $162, alleging that the second
mortgage was void for want of consideration,
etc.

A reference was directed, and the Master
found that the second mortgage was valid, and
that a much larger amount than $162 was due
upon it. The claimants of the fund lived in
three different counties.

An order made upon further directions gave
the second mortgagee the costs of the petition
and reference. .

Upon appeal from the Taxing Officer, who
decided to tax the costs upon the higher scale.

Held, that what was in contest was the
whole amount represented by the second
mortgage, and the subject matter thus involved
exceeded the limits of the former equitable
jurisdiction of the County Court, and there-
fore, and also because the different respon-
dents resided in different counties, and the
money in question was in court in a third
county, the Taxing Officer was right in taxing
costs upon the higher scale.

A. C. Galt, for the appeal.

W. Cassels, Q.C., contra.

Boyd, C.] [Jan. 14.

MaNsoN v. MANSON. *

Purchaser at judicial sale—Delivery of possession—
Growing crops—Knowledge by purchaser of
tenancy. .

At a judicial sale of a farm, the conditions
were the usual conditions of the court, pro-
viding for the delivery of possession to the
purchaser upon payment of the balance of the
purchase money one month after the sdle.
The purchaser lived upon a part of the lot
which was not sold, and was aware that the
farm sold was occupied by a tenant, but swore
that he did not know the terms of the tenancy
that he relied upon the conditions of sale, and
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that he bid more for the land because there
were growing crops thereon. The purchaser
paid the balance into court at the proper time,
but did not get possession then, nor had he
got possession at the time of this application
(Jan. 7th, 1884).

Motion for an order for delivery of posses-
sion to the purchaser, and for compensation
for not getting the crops or the possession at
the time agreed upon, and for a vesting order.

Held, that the vendors were bound by the
terms of the printed and published conditions
of sale, and that it was not the business of the
purchaser to acquaint himself with the terms of
the tenancy, and by inquiry to ascertain whose
were the crops.

Order made as asked, with a reference as to
compensation.

Watson, for the purchaser. .

W. Mortimer Clark, for the plaintiffs.

Harcourt, for the infants.

Boyd, C.] [Jan. 14.

BrAkE v. BUILDING aND LoaN
ASSOCIATION,

O

4 ppeal-—Raport—Tin;c;—Christmas Vacation.

The term vacation in G. O. Chy. 642, means
Christmas Vacation as well as Long Vacation,
and hence the former is not to be counted in
the time within which an appeal from a Mas-
ter's Report may be had under that order.

Notice of appeal from a report dated 29 Nov.,
1883, given on the 31st Dec., 1883, for the 7th
Jan., 1884, is valid.

W. Cassels, Q.C., and Rolph, for appellant.

Hamilton, contra.

LAW STUDENTS DEPARTMENT.

NEW LAW SCHOOL AT HALIFAX.

A correspondent sends us a copy of a Halifax
paper giving the following account of the organiza-
tion of a new law school at Halifax, which will be
of interest to our young friends: !

The law department of the University of Dal-
housie owes its origin to the munificence of George
Munro, of New York, as it does its success to the
energy and self-sacrificing spirit of the faculty, who
have undertaken to carry the trust into operation.
‘Whether it was the increasing favour with which
such schools are regarded, or the crying necessity
for higher legal education, or some other reason,
that prompted Mr. Munro to devote some $40,000
to founding the school, we do not know. But of
this there can be no doubt—such an institution
was greatly needed in the maritime-provinces. No
man capable of forming a judgment on the question
of how best to obtain a complete and thorough
knowledge of the law would for one moment recom-
mend any other course than attendance at a law
school. The student in a law office seldom receives
any instructions from his preceptor. Day after
day he goés through the mill-round of posting books,
serving notices, copying papers, writing letters, etc.
This work is of the most desultory character; in
fact too often his studies are conducted without
guide, counsel, or friend, and it is only when
admitted to the bar that he wakes up to the reali-
ties of his situation and finds that all the while he,
has been under a pleasant delusion, that he has
never studied law, knows no law, and must either
begin at the beginning or be pushed out of the pro-
fession by men who have studied. Determined to
give students the inestimable advantages of a
thorough training, the founders of the school have
spared nothing at their command to make it the
most successful in Canada. Already it numbers
fifty students and has a library far in advance o
many schools twenty years in operation, The:
school occupies the large rooms in the High School
on Brunswick street, thatto the right being devot
to a lecture and recitation room, and the one on the
left to a library and reading-room. Every one who
visits the school is struck by the handsome appear-
ance of the rooms and ‘the neat though simple
manner in which they are fitted up, On thetables
may be found the leading daily newspapers and the
most of the leading law periodicals. ’IPhe adva.ntglg“
for reading and studying are very great. Th®
library contains about 3,000 volumes, some of which
are duplicates, and are to be exchanged wit!
American and Canadian libraries, In legal publi-
cations relating to Canada it is hoped to make it -
complete, and already in this respect it is far ahea
of any library in the maritime provinces. ‘
faculty are about to make an appeal to the public.
to give them such a library as will enable them t0
take rank with the best American law schools.

 Then follow pen and ink sketches of the faculty
consisting of Richard C. Weldon, Principal, and
the following lecturers: Hon. J. S. D. Thompsos:
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EXAMINATION PAPERS.

;Ion. S. L. Shannon, Q.C., James Thompson, Q.C.,
I:'Obert Sedgwick, Q.C., Wallace Graham, J. Y.
ayzant, and J. T. Bulmer.

EXAMINATION QUESTIONS.
MICH. TERM, 1883.

FIRST INTERMEDIATE.

Equity.
- (Honours.)
L. Give an illustration of the maxim: Vigilanti-
us non dormientibus, equitas subvenit.
2-'When will equity grant relief by way of sup-
Porting the defective execution of a power?
ani A is the owner of a farm and, in ignorance of
in th‘!"lthout inquiry as to the true state of facts, he,
to the Course of a treaty for sale §°~ B., represents
o ﬂfe latter that there is a ripe and standing crop
at | ty acres of wheat on the farm, which will yield-
east forty bushels to the acre. B., relying
€reon and without inspection or further inquiry,
E:;chases the farm with the crop, and pays for the
wh €. There are in fact but twenty-five acres of
€at, which yield but twenty bushels to the acre.
Ction is brought by B. to rescind the contract on
inz gtx};ound of misrepresentation. A. defends, ask-
at the contract be affirmed, and offering to
Pay the market value for the deficiency in the wheat.
hat are the rights of the parties? Explain fully.
o tnThe owner of goods places them in the hands
Cures a‘“;t'loneer for sale. The latter secretly pro-
. a friend tc? buy them in for him at the sale.
Owner then discovers the fact. What remedies
as he' if any ?
u Szo fAAPiece of land is conveyed unto and to the
¢ -to hold in trust for B. The trustee sells

he
is thland to C. who holds it for ten years. Action

a e: b’_‘°“8ht by B. against A. for breach of trust
o endialfu C. for recovery of the land. Both
Vha a: S rely upon the Statute of Limitations.
A ‘e the rights of the parties? Explain fully.
p“fcha.s: 3;bhnd man, and agrees with B. for the
Who ig tho a farm. The contract is signed by A.
% sign e;rf falsely' tolfl by B. that the latter }.xas
fores it, .f‘cnon is brought by A. for specific
ance which is resisted by B., who sets up

the s¢
Figh, atute of Frauds as a defence. What are the

E,I‘tz o:etslze parties? Explain fully.

Certain langzor devises the revenues arising from
Charity ’;(l: trustees for certain specified objects

Were mon; @ ese re\fenues so increased that they

the testagy: an _Sufﬁcxent for the specified objects:

rusteeg ¢ ¢ heir-at-law brought action against the

Were the r‘;g;"cover the surplus revenue. What

ts of the parties ? Explain fully.
.

SECOND ‘INTERMEDIATE.

——

Real Property.

1. What is the present state of the law as to the
cultivation of wild land being considered waste?

2. How can a freehold estate’ be made to com-
mence in _futuro ?

3. What was, and what is now, the meaning of
the phrase ‘* die without issue " ina will? Explain

4. What was formerly the distinction between a
tortious and an innocent conveyance? What is the
law now upon the subject?

5. Is there any case in which land, not being a
leasehold estate, will descend to the personal repre-
sentative of an intestate? Explain.

6. Explain the meaning of the rule that powers
cannot be grafted on a bargain and sale.

7. What is the effect of the intentional destruc-
tion of a deed with the consent of all parties to it?
Explain fully,

Egquty.

1. What is constructive notice? "Give two ex-
amples.

2. A. by voluntary deed conveys Whiteacreto B.
and by deed for valuable consideration conveys ‘
Blackacre to C., and each of the conveyances con-
tains a covenant for further assurance. . Action is
brought by B. against A. to reform the Whiteacre
deed, on the ground that the land is imperfectly
described, and action is brought by C. against A.
to reform the Blackacre deed on the ground that
by mutual mistake of the parties it conveys only a
life estate, whereas it was intended to convey a fee.
What are the rights of the parties to these actions,
and why ?

3. A. holds certain stock in trust for B., who, for
value, assigns his interest therein to C., who gives
no notice of the assignment: B. afterwards again
assigns the same stock to D., a purchaser for value
without notice of the prior assignment, who gives
notice of his assignment to C.; and still later B.
again assigns the same stock to E., a purchaser for
value without notice of any of the prior assign-
ments, who gives notice of his assignment to A.
Upon this state of facts who is entitled to the stock,
and why? . '

4. A. enters into a voluntary bond whereby he
binds himself to convey certain lands to B. or his
assigns. The latter assigns the bond to C., who is
a bona fide purchaser thereof for value, without .
notice of any want of consideration for the original
instrument. C. brings action on the bond for
specific performance thereof, and A. depends onthe

’
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ground of want of consideration.
rights of the parties, and why ?

5. Give an example of a constructive trust.

6. What exception is there to the general rule
that a trustee shall not be allowed to delegate his
trust?

7. Illustrate by one example the equitable doc-
trine of election.

What are the

(Honours.)

1. Land is conveyed unto and to the use of A.
in trust for B, Thelatter then mortgages the land
to C. and sells it to D, who is an innocent pur-
chaser for value without notice of C.'s mortgage.
None of the instruments are registered. Action for
foreclosure is brought by C. on his mortgage and
is resisted by D. who claims to hold free from the
mortgage. What are the rights of the parties?
Explain fully.

2. Certain moneys are held by A. as trustee for
B. The latter in the presence of C. voluntarily
gives a verbal direction to A. to hold these moneys
in trust for C. Afterwards B. repents and re-
vokes this direction and brings action against A.
for the money. What are the rights of the parties
and why?

3. State in what respects charities are favoured
in the law above individuals, and in what respects
they are disfavoured as compared with individuals ?

4. Discuss the question of the liability of trustees
and executors respectively for the defaults of their
co-trustees and co-executors, and the effect upon
them respectively of joining in receipts for con-
formity.

5. Define and distinguish between General,
Specific, ang Demonstrative legacies, and give an
examplée of each.

6. A settlor by deed conveys lands upon trust to
pay the rents and profits to the settlor during his
life, and after his death to sell the same and divide
the proceeds equally between A. and B., if then
living. A. predeceases the settlor. Who takes
the property, and in what character does hgeake
it, i.e., whether as realty or personalty? . Give
reasons for answer. '

7. Define and illustrate by an example the equit-
able doctrine of consolidation, of securities, and
distinguish conselidation from tacking, illustrating
the latter doctrine by an example.

Real Property.
(Honours.)

1. Define disclaimer. Where in an action by
landlord against tenant to recover the land, the

tenant sets up title in himself, and also denies the
landlord’s title, is this a disclaimer ? :

2. From what time does a will now speak? Is
there any exception? Give an example.

3. When can an executor bring an action against
a wrongdoer for injury done by him to the land of
his testator ?

4. Under what circumstances can an executof
distrain for arrears of rent due to the lessor in his
lifetime ?

5. Give some examples of estates upon condition.

6. How is an estate tail barred ?

7. A bargain and sale to A. in trust for B.
takes the legal estate? Why?

Who

Broom's Common Law, and O'Sullivan's Manual of
Government in Canada.

(Honours.)

1. Where a written contract is signed by a party
as principal, will parol evidence be admissible, (f)
to discharge that party from liability by shewing

| that he was in fact merely an agent; (z) to charg®

the real principal by shewing that the party sign”
ing did so merely as his agent? Give reasons.

2. What is the reason of the law -in not permit
ting a civil action to be brought against a perso?
who obstructs a highway ?

3. Will an action lie for the mere entry by th¢
defendant on the plaintiffs land, without any -
damage resulting? What is the main reason ©
your answer, and what is the .general propositio?
of law applying to cases of this nature ? :

4. In a crowded street A., who is escaping frof
B., who is pursuing him with an intent to commit
an assault upon him, unavoidably comes into vi0*
lent collision with C. Is B, liablé to an actio?
by C for the injury he sustains? Give reasons.

5. If af\%lgment be recovered against.one of twﬁigg
joint wrongdoers, and remains unsatisfied, c8?°
another judgment be recovered afterwards agaio®:
the other wrongdoer for the same cause? Why %;

6. When a banker pays a forged cheque, p¥’’,
porting to be that of his customer, on whom do%’
the loss fall, the banker or the customer? and why

7. Mention the six changes which have take®
place in regard to the government of the
colony of Canada since 1760.

CERTIFICATE OF FITNESS.

Real Property and Wills,

1. A testator entreated his wife to settle 9“‘:
part of his real estate as she might think fit if 4

:|
i

re
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Certain manner, and then devised all his real estate
to her, unfettered and unlimited, in full confidence
a‘f‘d with the firmest persuasion that she would de-
Vl_s_e the whole to such of his heirs as she should
think g4, Is a trust created by this devise? If
%0, explain its nature.
2. When will illegitimate children take under a
Will, under the general designation of * children ?"
3. Name the chief points advisable to be ob-
Served in drawing a power of sale in a mortgage.
4- What is the present state of the law respecting
Dancy by the curtesy ?
de5~.Where a mortgagor has, after the mortgage,
Mised the land to a tenant, what are the rights
€ mortgagee when the mortgagor is in default
ayment ?
eZ:i A. conveys land to B. for value by statutory
C. fo. Subsequently A. conveys the same land to
: 101 value, who registers his conveyance before
&s., and without notice of it. In whom is the
8al estate 7 Explain.
imerhat are the statutory provisions as to the
Ovement of land under a mistake of title?
°°l'£\oBy .R.S.O. cap. 98, sec. 8, it is enacted that
Veyinratwns aggregate, capable of taking an.d con-
sale g lang, may take and convey by bargain and
* Explain this section.
hisg w'}“ by deed conveys lands to B. for life. By
Mmade on the same day he devises the same
eceato the heirs male of B. from and after the
unde::h of B. What estate do the parties take
o €se instruments? Explain.
Can i, P8t is the office of the habendum in a deed ?
t be dispensed with ? Why ?

te

()fp

.

Smiths Mercantile Law—Practice. -

A o
m‘ke‘: 18 carrying on business as a grocer, and
take o An agreement with B., his book-keeper, to

of 4a Re-fifth of the profits of the business in lien 4.

ship di;y. Discuss fully B's. liability for partner-
N Ae ts, g'iving reasons.

800dy | Cfdls at B's. shop and looks over some
Wil 4o Points out a particular parcel and says he
800gy |, 1t, but no price is named. The shop and
Boody T¢ burned, Who is at the loss of the
be‘*rin *Xplain fully your answer, and the law
S.'Oll the subjec -

(e ‘a‘lee a
() 4 ot st

short sketch of the method of forming
: imit ock company for mercantile purposes ;
M the i ed_Partnership. Point out any difference

abj !
companie:ﬁlty of the members of the respective

4. Point out shortly the steps to be taken in
mortgaging a British ship.

5. Point out difference in principle between fire
and life policies of insurance. What limitation
has been put on the right offfire insurance com-
panies to impose special conditions in their poli-
cies ? .

6. What is necessary for a defendant to allege
and prove in order to succeed on a defence of
tender to an action for debt ? Answer fully.

7. A. sells goods in Toronto to B., who lives in
Chatham, for a sum certain, and B.is to pay the
freight to Chatham. After the goods are delivered
to the railway company by A., he finds B. is insol-
vent. What remedies has he? Answer fully.

-8. Under what circumstances and for what pur-
pose is it necessary to profest a bill of exchange?

9. Give sketch of the practice in cases where a
writ of.summons is served out of the jurisdiction,
and the defendant does not appear.

10. What changes have been made in the rights
of a successful party in an action to costs under the
Judicature Act?

Equity.

1. Assets which have come to the hands of an
administrator to be administered are, without uny
default on his part, stqlen from him. An action is
afterwards brought by a creditor of the estate, in
which it is sought to make the administrator ac-
count for these assets. State the rights of the
parties. Give reasons for your answer.

2. A testator directs his solicitor to so draw his
will that his son shall take a life estate in certain
lands. The solicitor draws it so that the son takes
the estate for a term of years. The will is so ex-
ecuted, and the mistake not discovered until after
the testator’s death. The son seeks as against the
person entitled in remainder to reform the will.
What are the rights of the parties? Give reasons,

3. A broker owns certain stock which he desires
to sell. B: is seeking an investment. The broker
recommands this stock, saying that he holds it for
a customer. B. relies upon the statement and
purchases, although he would not have purchased
had he Supposed that the stock belonged to the
broker. ,B. afterwards discovers the true state of
facts, and brings action to set aside the contract,
What are the rights of the parties? Give reasons,

4. An infant sells and conveys hisland, and upon
being asked his age during the course of the trans-
action, he knowing the same to be untrue, states
that he has arrived at his majority. He then re-
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fuses to leave the property, and an action being
brought to recover possession, sets up his infancy
and the invalidity of the conveyance. Who should
succeed in the action, and why ?

5. A testator bequeaths his household furniture
to his widow upon condition that she shall never
marry, and in the event of her marrying again it is
to go to her servant. Is the condition a valid one?
Give reasons.

6. What is the rule in equity as to the right of a
solicitor to purchase property from his client during
the continuance of the relationship ?

7. What was the former rule in equity as to the
right of a surety on payment of the debt to receive
an assignment of the securities held by the cred-
itor, and how has that rule been modified by statu-
tory provision ?

8. Where a right, title or interest in lands is in
question in an action, what step can the plaintiff
" take in order to prevent the land from falling into
the hands of an innocent purchaser for value with-
out notice of the plaintiff's rights ?

9. Give a short sketch of the law relating to
appropriation of payments as between debtor and
creditor. .

10. Distinguish between the different measures of
relief afforded at law and in equity to one of several
sureties who is compelled to pay the whole debt, in
a case where one of his co-sureties is insolvent.

Benjamin on Sales, and Smith on Contracts.

1. Under what circumstances can, and under
what circumstances cannot, a vendee who has pur-
chased goods by fraud, transfer them to an inno-
cent purchaser for value, so as to enable such
innocent purchaser to hold them as against the
original. vendor?

2. Define fructus industriales and fructus natur-
ales ; and explain the difference between them as
regards the application of the fourth section of the
Statute of Frauds.

3. A. sells to B. a certain stack of hay standing
on his farm for $30, the stack to be allowed to
remain where it is for one month, and not be
removed until paid for. During the month the
stack is accidentally burnt before any, of it is.
removed or paid for. Is B. obliged to pay for it?
Reasons.

4. When a vendor delivers goods to a common.
carrier to be sent to the purchaser, is the carrie("
as a general -rule in contemplation of the law the
bailee df the vendor, or of the purchaser?

5. What is the effect in regard to the passing of
the title, of goods being put by the vendor on board
the purchaser's own vessel; and how may that
effect be prevented ?

6. When may a party rescind a contract of salé
on the ground that he has been induced to entef
into it by an innocent misrepresentation of fact not
amounting to a warranty ?

7. Where a purchaser has been induced to buy
goods through the fraud of an agent of an innocent
vendor, what remedies has the purchaser, an
against whom ?

8. Explain the difference, as regards the effect
upon a sealed contract, between the illegality of
part of the consideration and the illegality of som®
of the covenants.

9. What exceptions are there to the rule tha!
money paid in pursuance of an illegal contract
cannot be recovered back ?

ro. Will evidence of a parol admission by *
debtor that he has made a payment to his creditof
on account of a debt within the statutory period b
sufficient to take the case out of the Statute
Limitations? Give reasons. :

1

CORRESPONDENCE.
—e—"

RAIDS ON THE PROFESSION.

—

To the Editor of the LAW JOURNAL;

Sir,—I beg to call your attention to the fact th#
in a certain town not more than sixty miles fro”
Toronto, a chemist and druggist has undestakes
practice as a conveyancer, in addition to his ord
nary business, and he boastfully informed *
writer that he did as much conveyancing as any
the lawyers. Now, why should this.state of th"‘t
exist ? If a lawyer undertook to sell and dis;
drugs, he would be immediately prosecuted at
instance of the druggist; yet, the latter may
impunity infringe on the business of the for
and even boast of it. How long is this evil to ol
tinue ? In no other country in the world can "%}’
Tom, Dick, orgim practise this most impof o&
branch of th¢ law without being duly qual’ﬁ i
Surely an influential body like the Law Socl M"
ought to be strong enough to protect its mem™"
against this iniquity.

mef

Yours, very truly,

ONE oF THE INJURE?
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LAw SocieTy oF UPPER CANADA.

Te——

Law Society of Upper Canada.

OSGOODE HALL.

MICHAELMAS TERM, 47 Vict., 1883.

During this term the following gentlemen were

Ntered on the books of the Society as Students-at-
W, namely :—

eoraduates—’l‘homas Francis Lyall, William
oh;ge Hector McAllister, Charles Joseph McCabe,
ran .Shaw Skinner, Walter Stephen Harrington,
M €13 Norman Raines.
Way atriculants—Donald Reginald Anderson, Ed-
Luca Peel McNeil, Charles Elliott, Isaac Benson
ere William Francis Bannerman, Frederick
bridnard Featherstonhaugh, David Stevenson Wall-
Willge' Frederick Clarence Jarvis, Ira Standish,
lam Patrick McMahon.
ose. OrS—Ashman Bridgman, Hugh Crawford
Alexe' Colin McIntosh, Walter A. Thrasher, David
glojrander Dunlop, Francis Brown Denton, Ma-
ivie Raoul Routhier, Heber Stuart Warren
Mar"gston, John Alexander Chisholm, Paul Jarvis,
r;:s Herbert Simpson, Thomas Scullard, John

Ha

na},‘lhe";yf?liowing gentlemen were called to the Bar,

@

Co?;‘)lr_ge Kapgele, honour man and gold medalist ;
teﬁuse 1us Arthur Masten, Robert Alexander Por-
Kay ' ¢2mes Arthur Mulligan,T_Lohn Soper Mc-
Chagjee 'Wiam John Taylor, .- Thomas Chapple,
¢ aues Macdonald, Rufus Adams Coleman,
‘\l‘ch-cby Giles Jarvis, Fernando Elwood Titus,
ligy, '23ld James Reid, Alexander Mackenzie, Wil-
Wayy, enfy Barry, Edwin Bell, William John
Gay ace, FIOhn Johnstone Anderson Weir, James
» Yerguson James Dunbar.

S AND SUB1[ECTS FOR EXAMINA-
IONS.

MArticled Clerks.

OOK

Arithmetic. .
Eucﬁd’,gg'b. 1., II., and III.

?84 nglish Grammar and Composition.
m“ad EnIgIlish History—Queen Anne to George
S. I.

Modern Geography—North America and

urope.
Elements of Book-Keeping.

In 1884 and 1885, Articled Clerks will be ex-
aminged in the portions of Ovid or Virgil, at their
option, which are appointed for Students-at-Law
in the same years.

Students-at-Law.

Cicero, Cato Major.
Virgil, ZEneid, B. V., vv, 1-361.
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. 1., vv. 1-304.
Ovid, Fasti, B. 1., vv. 1-300.

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

Translation from English into Latin Prose.

MATHEMATICS.

Arithmetic: Algebra, to end of Quadratic Equa-
tions: Euclid, Bb. 1., II. and III.

1884.

1885.

. ENGLISH,
A Paper on English Grammar.
Composition.
Critical Analysis of a Selected Poem :— -
1884—Elegy in a Country Churchyard. The
Traveller.

1885—Lady of the Lake, with special reference
to Canto V. The Task, B. V.

HI1STORY AND GEOGRAPHY,

English History from William III. to George III.
inclusive. Roman History, from the commencement
of the Second Puni¢ War to the death of Augustus.
Greek History, from the Persian to the Pelopon-
nesian Wars, both inclusive. Ancient Geography,
Greece, Italy and Asia Minor. Modern Geography,
North America and Europe. -

Optional subjects instead of Greek:

FRrENCH.
A paper on Grammar.
Translation from English into French prose.
1884—Souvestre, Un Philosophe sous le toits.
1885—Emile de Bonnechose, Lazare Hoche.

or NATURAL PHILOSOPHY,

Books—Arnott’s elements of Physics, and Somer-
ville’s Physical Geography.

FIRST INTERMEDIATE.

Williams on Real Property, Leith's Edition;
Smith’s Manual of Common Law ; Smith’s Manual
of Equity; Anson on Contracts; the Act respect-
ing the Court of Chancery ; the Canadian Statutes
relating to Bills of Exchange and Promissory
Notes; and Cap. 117, Revised Statutes of Ontario
and amending Acts.

TPhree scholarships can be competed for in con-
nection with this intermediate.

SECOND INTERMEDIATE.

Leith's Blackstone, 2nd edition ; Greenwood on
Cenveyancing, chaps. on Agreements, Sales, Pur-
chases, Leases, Mortgages and Wills; Spell's
Equity; Broom’s Common Law; Williams on
Personal Property; O'Sullivan’s Manual of Gov-
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ernment in Canada; the Ontario Judicature Act,
Revised Statutes of Ontario, chaps. g5, 107, 136.

Three scholarships can be competed for in con-
nection with this intermediate.

FOR CERTIFICATE OF FITNESS.

Taylor on Titles; Taylor’s Equity Jurisprud-
ence; Hawkins on Wills; Smith's Mercantile
Law; Benjamin on Sales; Smith on Contracts;
the Statute Law and Pleading and Practice of the
Courts.

FOR CALL.

Blagkstone, vol. 1, containing the introductions

and rights of Persons; Pollock on Contracts;
Story’s Equity Jurisprudence ; Theobald on Wills;
Harris's Principles of Criminal Law; Broom's
Common Law, Books III. and IV, ; Dart on Ven-
dors and Purchasers ; Best on Evidence; Byles on
Bills, the Statute Law and Pleadings and Practice
of the Courts.
. Candidates for the final examinations are sub-
ject to re-examination on the subjects of the Inter-
mediate Examinations. All other requisites for
obtaining Certificates of Fitness and for Call are
continued.

CURRICULUM.

1. A graduate in the Faculty of Arts, in any
university-in Her Majesty's dominions empowered
to grant such degrees, shall be entitled to admission
on the books of the Society as a Student-at-Law,
upon conforming with clause four of this curricu-
lum, and presenting (in person) to Convocation his
diploma or proper certificaterof 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 agplica-
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 Society 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 for 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 asBarrister (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 ‘fresent their diplomas and certificates on the
third Thursday before each Term at 11 a.m.

8. The First Intermediate examination will begin
on the second Thursday before each Term at &
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
g9 a.m. Oral on the Friday at 2 p.m.

10. The Solicitors’ examination will begin on the
Tuesday next beforeeach Term at g a.m. Oralon
the Thursday at 2:30 p.m.

11. The Barristers’ examination will begin o
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 of
Common Pleas Divisions within three months from
date of execution, otherwise term of service wi
date from date of filing.

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

14. Service under articles is effectual only after -
the Primary examination has been passed.

15. A Student-at-Law -is required to pass th®
First Intermediate examination in his third yeafr
and the Second Intermediate 'in his fourth year.
unless a graduate, in which case the First shall b&
in his second year, and his Second in the first si¥
months of his third year. One year must elaps®
between First and Second Intermediates. Se¢
further, R.S.0., ch. 140, sec. 6, sub-secs. 2 and 3.

16. In computation of time entitling Students 0F
Articled Clerks to pass examinations to be calle
to the Bar or receive certificates of fitness, exam”
inations passed before or during Term shall
constmedp as passed at the actual date of the exan”
ination, or as of the first day of Term, whichever
shall be most favourable to the Student or Clerkr
and all students entered on the books of the Soci”
ety during any Term shall be deemed to have bee?
so entered on the first day of the Term. i

17. Candidates for call to’ the Bar must giv®
notice, signed by a Bencher, during the precedit
Term. ‘ .

18. Candidates for call or certificate of fitnes*
are required to file with the secretary their paper
and pay their fees on or before the third Satm’dﬂ,l
before Term. Any candidate failing to do so W}
be required to put in a special petition, and pay 3"
additivnal fee of $2. ’

FEES.

Notice Fee ......... A ] 1
Student’s Admission F' RO s0
Articled Clerk’s Fees......... cerereeiees 409
Solicitor's Examination Fee ...c000..... 60 g:
Bameister's " e . 100 pos
Infermediate Fee .....coo0000eicanenons L 38
Fee in special cases additional to the above 200 %
Fee for Petitions.......coo00iieeeniieess 200
Fee for Diplomas ......eccve0uceaniiss 200«'
Fee for Certificate of Admission ........ I o
Fee for other Certificates........ Cerenenn 1



