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he Quebec alletmient of tbe very cheapNew Year's grift distri}îeIb h oen
mlent, bias aI)peared in thie Gazette, and
flumbers 31. ()ntario's sbare wvas greater
tlian this, but wve sUPPose tbat " representa-
tion l)y Population " is net forgotten in tbe
distribution. 'Moreover, there are rumours
of Omissions, and of supplemnentary lists
Sl'ortIy to appear, wliicli mav sweli tbe numn-
ber te the fulli baîf buiidred. Meanwbile,
Onitario is not satisfied witli1 lier bialf hundred,
and 8e the local attorney general bas ap
Peintod anotiier baîf bundred,-ministers
local and federal appearing te conspire te dotheir utmost te couvert wîiat sliould be
an boneurable ensiglii into a poor and
wortbless tbing. Iolitics, of course, is at the
botton, of ail this. 'l'lie administrations
dliffer in Pelitics, and so thie local officer
8uPPlemnents the lavisb distribution amen g
lawyers of one stripe 1w an equaily lavish
distribution among luhs' own adherents of
anetlîer stripe. Tie rosu]t is tlîat lier
Majesty' 5 ceuinsel, ini two provinces scantily
PePulated, number several hundred.

Itwas noticeri in a recenit issue, that the
g(Mitleinan solected for a Superior Court
.itl(gesliip, was enly appoînted a (Žueen's
Coiluiisel On the day' of bis elevation te tbe
bencîi. Tiiere are sorne otiier oddities about
tîlese appoixinents. Tfhe bigbiest clistinc-
tior' which the bar of Montreal bave in thieir
9'ft is the office of Bd'toinicr, te wbiclî there
ian animal election. On three occasions

at least, within a few years, the bar bave
P ,a88ed ever thîe serried ranks of Queen's
('outnsel, and bave elected a gentleman on
wlîom tlîis titi0 liai not beî coîîferred. The
'liaterial 'vas at bariu, but the bar would net;
use it; tbe water was tbere, but the herse
weuld net drink. We refer te tbe several
electiens of Messrs. W. W. Robert son, C. A.
Geoffrion and N. W. Trenhoîme. Tardily,

very tardily, in these cases, the Q.C. appoint-
ment has foliowed, not preceded, the bighest
office in the gift of the bar. Then, again, it
might be supposed that among such vast
numbers of Queen's Counsel, the gentlemen
representing the Crown in Her 'Majesty's
Courts would surely be found. But so far,
in this province, it has been very much the
other way, and during the last few years
most of the counsel prosecuting for the Crown,
bave not b)een nurnbered among the Queen's
(ounsel.

ie judges in England appear to observe
the Christmas vacation mucb mnore religiously
tban thieir bretbiren in this country. A judge
was to attend ia chambers twice a week, to
hiear " applications of an urgent ch)aracter,"
l)ut thiere were to be no sittings of the Courts
until Jan. 11. The judges do not forget the
phrase so popular with scbool-boys, " neque
semper arcum tenýdit Apollo."

iNewspaper criticisme of trials, with al
deference be it said, sometimes indicate tbat
they are written because the writers must
say sometliing, and not tbiat they biave some-
thing to say which muet or ougbit to be said.
An English writer referring te this ciass of
criticism, points out tbat wheil the inurderer
kilis bis victim, lie punishies him without a
trial, without a jury, witbiout a judge, and
often witbiout any real offenco. If our judges,
juries, and law C ourts are, as some critics
aver, ail the prisoners in the gaois shouid be
set free, for none of them hiave apparently
bad a fair trial. Immediately a trial i8
concluded ini which every means lias been
used to, arrive at tbe truth, and the accused
lias bad ail the aid bis counsel could give
hini-and in contrast to former times tbe
prosecuting counsel usually bespeaks a cie-
ment and favourable consideration for the
man on trial-as soon as the sentence
lias been pronounced by the judge, the
nation constituting itself a larger jury, with-
out judge or judgment, and witbout any
respect for the finding of the Court, sets te
work te retry the case and delivers its
verdict. In most cases this verdict from
out8ide is the antithesis of the one found by
the Court, which latter muet, thereforet be
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annulled. it is suggested that, if these Igation of giving security, will flot be ordered
agitations for reprieves are allowed to go on, to do so, on the demand of the nus proprié.
we shall lear the judge, after receiving the taires, unless his administration, or the
verdict of the jury, saying: "« Gentlemen of change in bis financial position, beqsncb as
the jury and prisoner at the bar, I propose to to Put the interests of the nus propriétaires in
postpone passing sentence for a week. in jeopardy, whichi, in the opinion of the ma-
the interval we shall hear the opinion of the jority of the Court, was flot the case here.-
nation in regardl to what the sentence ought Dorion & DOriOn, Dorion, Ch. .J., Teslsier, Cross,
to be, and s0 we shall be prepared to act in Baby, Bossé, .J.J. (Tessier, .J., diss.) June 26,unison with the will of the Britishi publie as 1889.it affects tl]e interest or the destiny of theprisoner you have been called bere to try."1 ~ SUl'RIOR~ COUR T-MONTRLAL.*

Action qui la-ncisrmn d'un e raisonCOUR OF UEENS BECH-MNIt sociale-Sugj5sance de l'affidatitjdëentJjca-C O U T 0 Q U E I V 5 B N C H M O N ~ .. lio n d e l'a c tio n - C o n sé q u ec es~ d e l'a b ro g a -REAL.* 
tion, par les Statuts Refondus de la ProrinceShares .eubscribed for by mandatary "lin trust" de Québec, du Statut 48 Victoria, chapitre-Necessity of acceptance or ratification by 20, concernant l'enregistrement des raisonsthe cestui que trust. 
sociales.Ileld :-(CRoss and CHURCE, JJ. diss.), That Jugé:-o. Que lorsque, dans une actiona comfplete and valid investment in trust qui tam pour le recouvrement de la pénalitécannot be created until the same bas been de $200-00 pour défaut d'neisrmn d'uneaccepted or ratified by the cestui que trust, or raison sociale, l'affidavit requis par la loi se

Born on dul auhoried n hi belf;trouve au bas du fia, il n'est Pas nécessairesome one duly autori~ d i bi bea î que le défendeur soit décrit dans laffidavit
a n d u n t i l 8 0 a c c e p t e d , s uc b i n v e s t m e n t M2 a y p a s e n o s t p r o m . I s u f t d r é r r
be revoked by the person who made it. And ar sesfenmsetr pré-noms. Ilsfftderféeboere tr invete f monies beloging to be 2o. Que l'action est suffisamment identifiéeliertutr, nvetedmones elogin toherquand l'affidavit se trouve au bas du fiat et

in shares of a joint stock company, -'i qu'on y déclare que le défendeur est poursuivitr u s t," a nd a f te r w a r d s s o ld th e s a m e , a n d p o r n a i r a s f t e r g s r r s a a s n
invested the proceeds otherwise, it was held pouriavorpfitergsre.ariothat no valid trust having been created for Dans l'espèce, le demandeur allègue que le
w an t of acceptance in beh aîf of the m inor, dé e eu a en o r la p al t d e 20 )( )

ber tutor <subsequently appointed) had no défnder as ncour las déenarains dexigées
right to recover sucli shares from the pur. pour n'aorpsfi e dcaain xge
chaser, who had bought themi in good faith par le Statut 48 Victoria, chapitre 29, concer-and paid full value; and in the circum. fiant l'enregistremnt~ des raisons sociales:.stances, there being no valid trust the ques. Jugé :-3o. Que ce Statut ayant été abrogé,
tion whether the purcha8er had notice of a avant les dates mentionnées A la déclaration,eupposed trust was imniaterial. par la mise en vigueur des Statuts Refondusde la Province de Québec, le défendeur n'a

,Sweeney v. Bank of Montreai, 12 Can. S.C.R. encouru aucune pénalité, et l'action du de-L.1 H. (i2 pp. Cas.il 10, Le. News, 250 ; mandeur doit être débouée - Rames V.
L. H' 1 Ap. Cs. 17,distinguislied. Cousineau, lagnuelo, J., 25 nov. 1889.

Raphael & Hacfarlane, Tessi 'er, Cross, Baby,Church, Bossé, Ji., (Cross and Church, Ji.) COUR DE MAGISTRAT.d iss.), N ov. 27, 1889.M 
O RÉ L 21 j i 18 9Usufructuary legatee-Adminitraio-eu

5 y oanCHMANJC11ecruI ALLET V. TOURANGEAlU et a.
Held :-That a usufructuary legatee who iS Societé en nom collecti-rnnment-u,, 

it
specialhy exen]pted by the wilh froni the obhi- 

absolue.« To appear in Montreai Law Reports, 5 Q.B. To appear in Montreai Law Reports, 58S. C.
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Le demandeur ayant poursuivi la société
Tourangeau & Dumesnil," découvrit que

cette société n'existait plus, mais que " Tou-
rangeau & Paquin " lui avait succédé. Il fitalors motion pour substituer dans le bref etla déclaration le nom de Paquin à celui deDumesnil. Cette motion fut refusée; l'erreurcommise étant une nullité absolue, la Cour
ne peut y remédier.

Autorités: C. P. C. 49, 51 ; Parent v. Picard,4 Q. L. R. 73.
Dupuis & Lussier, pour le demandeur.
Marceau & Oie., pour le défendeur.

(.1. J. n.)

COUR DE MAGISTRAT.

MONTRkAL, 21 juin 1889.
Coram CnAMPAGNE, J. C. M.

VANIER V. CANADIAN PACIFic Ry. Co.
Voiturier-Responsabilité-Convention 

spéciale.
UJoù :-1. Qu'un voiturier peut par convention

écrite se soustraire aux responsabilités qui
lui incombent en loi, pour le transport d'ef-
fets ou marchandises, mais il faut pour cela
que cet écrit soit lu et signé par le8 parties.

2. Que si les effets sont livrés en bon état au voi-
turier, il doit les rendre à destination dans
le mme état, à moins qu'il puisse établir
qu'ils ont été détruits ou endommagés par
force majeure.

Le demandeur a envoyé trois cribles parles chars de la défenderesse de Montréal àYamaska. Ils furent livrés, à Montréal, à ladéfenderesse en bon état. A leur arrivée àdestination l'un d'eux était endommagé. Ladéfenderesse ne pouvant expliquer l'accident,chercha à éviter la responsabilité des dom-Mages en plaidant que par les clauses écritesau contrat intervenu entre elle et le deman-deur, elle ne s'était rendue responsable que(le sa propre négligence.
La Cour, n'admettant pas qu'il y eut dansl'espèce de convention valable limitant laresponsabilité de la défenderesse, l'a condam-née à payer les dommages faits au crible.

Jugement pour le demandeur.
Autorités: C. C. art. 1675; Hart v. Jones,Stuart'sReports, p. 589; Chartier v. La Oie. du

Grand Tronc, 17 L. C. J. 26; de Lorimier, vol.
13 sur art. 1675.

David, Demers & Gervais, avocats du du-
mandeur.

F. E. Meredith, avocat de la défenderesse.
(.. J. n.)

DECISIONS AT QUEBEC.*

Verdict of Coroner's Jury-Motion to quash.

At an inquisition held by the Coroner on
the body of R. L., one of the victims of the
Cape Diamond landslide, as to the cause of
his death, the jury found by their verdict
that one J. K. was taken alive out of the
débris on the morning of the 24th of Septem-
ber, and that he died on the evening of the
same day ; and that his death is due to the
gross negligence of the "municipal authori-
ties" of the city of Quebec, in not procuring
or furnishing the requisite implements to
extricate him; and furthermore, they say
that more lives would have been saved had
such implements been procured, and had not
too much time been lost in extricating the
dead.

Held :-That the verdict was a nullity, but
that the City of Quebec, a body corporate by
statute declaring it to be formed of the
inhabitants of the City of Quebec, had no
locus standi before the Court to move that the
verdict be quashed.-Ex parte Oity of Quebec,
Q. B., Crown side, Bossé, J., Oct. 21, 1889.

Expropriation-Sentence arbitrale-Juridiction
des arbitres.

Jugé :-Les arbitres nommés pour estimer
la valeur d'un terrain exproprié sous l'acte
consolidé des chemins de fer 1880, lequel est
décrit dans l'avis donné au propriétaire par
la compagnie comme ayant une certaine
longueur sur soixante-deux pieds de large,
n'excèdent pas leur juridiction en accordant
une somme dans leur sentence arbitrale pour
le dit terrain " de méme que pour trois pieds en
dehors des clôtures de chaque côté de la dite
ligne perdus pour la culture."-Mathieu & La
Cie. du chemin de fer de Q. M. & C., en appel,
Dorion, J. C., Tessier, Baby, Church, Bossé,
JJ., 5 oct. 1888.

* 15 Q. L. R.
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Bail ofermce-Pri..îlége du locateur pour avancee absent dlans uIn district ou il est assigné, ce-Résiliation pour défaut dle reM boursement fait doit être allégué dans la declaration etd'a rances-Arte. 1619, 1623 et 11624 C. C. et 1établi par la P)reuve.-,'Sour,/ v. Lizotte, enArts. 873, 887 et 888 C. P. C. révision, Casauît, Andrews, Larue, M.., 13Jugé :-l. Le locateur d'un bail à ferine a oct. 1889.------un Privilège pour le remboursement les E R I EN L S DE I ONý
avances faites au locataire en vertu (l'une RCN N LSfDXSo;clause du bail, et peut l'exercer par v'oie (le S/tilpping.-Tlie loss of a cargo of %vlieat.saisie-gagerie au même titre (pecliq'lasipdo badavse n angdipour le loyer; 

trî e eu q'l asitp own o th fac e lad aage tono2Le locateur pettlemander la résiliation the hold Ivas tainted with paramfn, held tedu bail, pour défaut (le remibours5ment be damnage by iinlrol)er stowago and notd'avances faites en vertu d'une clause du bail, 'improper navigation' wituin te rtîles of asso-et ce. par recours à la juridiction sommiaire ciation (Canada ShpigCoinpany v. Britlltý(lu tribunal, comme pouir défaut (le paiement Shipowners' Mutual Proteehion Aq.qoei<tio)è, 58du ler-fss<rv. Rousse au, on révision, Lam,' J. Rep. Q. B. 462).Casault, Plamnondon, Lamne, J.J., 31 oct. 1889. Inconsistcnt pleadin.-Wlîere the defenid-
ant in an action for libel, after adînittingpublication, pleaded tliat, exceptas afterwardsDation e» paýmtNrtig(mntDli(ic 
admitted, the words used by hini were fair-Reiendic<itioii 
comment 0o1 a inatter of public interest, aud,Jugé :-l. La translation réelle (le la chose to thte extent of the facts to be stated after-donnée en p)aiemenit n'est pas requise wards, were true in substance aud in fact,peur rendre la (dationi en paiement and proceeded to justify the various state-obligatoire entre les parties; miais sans ments ia thte alleged libel, l)ut admnitte(l thiatcette translationi, la dation en paie- li îdue od ftepanif entewords coînplained of, whichi wre not 'holly

ment n'opère pas novation,' ni extinc- justified by tie facts, and could net be
tion entière de la dette qu'elle doit acquiiter, considere(l in every respect fair comment,et qlui ne l'est que par cette translation ; and lie l)ail te suin of forty slhilling(s into2. La convention, dans un acte, que le Court, and sajil thte sanie was suflicient topaiement sous un ait (le la dette et des billets stsytepanilscan:ledtaaqui la constatent, et qui restent jusque là the defenidant liad plea(le1 justification toentre les mains du créancier, équivaudra à the wlîole of the libel, and lmad pail moneyréméré des meubles qlui y sont énumérés et into Court iii respect of a portion, sticb a pleaqui y sont dits donnés en paiement, mais qlui was both embarrassing, and contrary to thesont laissés en la possession du débiteur qui provisions of order XXII., rule 1, and ougbits'oblige de les tenir assurés, jointe aux to bo struck out (Fleming v. Dollar, .58 Lam,paiements à compte de sa dette acceptés par J. Rep. Q. B. 548).le créancier, avant et après l'expiration de Combination betwcen shipouner.-A com-l'année, n'est pas, malgré les termes em- bination between Shîpowners carrying fromployés, une dation en paiement, mais une Mie samne ports, withi thte object of keepigpromesse de nantissement qui ne fait pas le freights witliin their control, effected bycréancier propriétaire et qui ne lui permet allowing a rebate to shippers wlio sliip ex-pas de revendiquer ces meubles.-Dignard v. clusiveîy on board their slîips, by prohibitingRobitaiîk, C. S., Casault, .1., 22 mai 1889. their agents, on penalty of removal, froin

being directly or indirectîy interested. inI>roédur~Jur<îic ionActishîips otlier titan theirs, aîîd by sending to
Iýrcédiie-Ji-ýlitioiActoncontre un ab- ports, where othier shipowners are asking foreent.i

cargo, ships suflicient to lower the freigh)tsJugé :-Lorsque la juridiction du tribunal below the rate under open competition,dépend (le la possession de biens par un tlîereby causing loss to such siiipowners, not
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being attended by circuimstances of dishion-
e-9tY, intimidation, iolestation, or actual
Malice, is Dlot actionable as a wrong by
inldiViduals, as a conspiracy, or as in res-
traint of traele (Mogul Siens'tpij Compîlany
(Lirn.) V. JI' Gregor, Gowi, & Co., 58 Law J.
ReP. Q. B. 4C5)-(diseevtie'n k' Esiier, M.R.).

-1,411 of Exa'ig.-If iii an action on a biiill
ofi exeliange, fraud or illegality is prove<d in
tuie issue or negotiation of a bill, thie liolder
Mlust prove tliat value lias been given, and
tliat it lias been given witliout suispicion of'
tie fraud (Tfain'' v. Ilasier, 58 Law J1. Rcp.
Q. . 432).
Lnit).-wliero the p1ai nti if moved for a new

trial, and flot for judgniient on tdie pleadings
inl an, actioni for libel, hîamed on a p)amnphlet

Piiprigto lic the judgment of a judge,
and întîiniatcd ami opinion contrary to tliat of
the Courts belowv lield tlîat if a judgrnent is
PIhlislied wlîîeh dccs not give a complete
an'd substantially accurato, accouint of the
Matter adjudicated uipon, and tlîe publication
of it is uîiiaccom-panie(l by a report of the
ev'ideince, it is not privileged (M1arDovgtîll v.
Knight, 58 Law .1. Rep. Q.B. 537).

A iFIKÇ ''TOOLA'IEAÏV

L UG GA GE].

-At the l)renitfomd Couinty Court, on rav
October 18, before Ilis Huonor .Tndge Stoiior,
the case of 1V/,ilt' v. T/lie Lown<l anid Sovlt-
I,11 (>in Railwaq/ Co. was lieartl. Tins plain-

tiWr a carpenter, sued the defendants for 151,
the value of a box of tools wlîichli e liai
delivered to a porter at Basingstoke, stating
at the sanie Lime thes nature of ils content,.
The porter lab-lIed thîe box, and put it into
the luggage van of the train hy wliicî te
Plaintifi' travelled thence to Hounslow, l)ut
on1 the arrivai of the t"-aini at Hounislow tlie
box M'as flot forthcoming. lime defendants
resisted the dlaim. on the ground that a
Workman's tools were not ' personal luggage.'
Ilis Honor cited the case of Macrow v. 7T/w
G-,ret f Western Raibiuc y Co., 40 Law J. Rep. Q.
B. 300; L. R. 6 Q. B. Div. 629, wvIiere Lord
Cllief Justice Cockburni, in delivering the
judgmont of the Court of Queen's Benecli, said:
"«We liold the true mile te be that, whatcver
Lime pass6nger takes witli Iiitu for lus personal

use or convenience, according to, the habits
or wants cf the, particular class to, whichhe
belongs, either with reference te the imme-
eiate necessities or te the ultimate, purpose
cf the jouruîey, imust be consielered as per-
sonal luggage. This would include, net only
aIl articles cf apparel, wlietlier for use or
ernainent, leavin, tlîe, carrier lierein te the
1)rotu ctictn cf tîme Carriers Act (te wlmîcli
being hield te, bo hiable in respect of passen-
gers' luggage as a carrier of gooda lie un-
elcuttedlv becomnes entitled), but aIse the
guni-case or ti fisliing apparats of t. e
sportsiai, the easel of an artist on a sketchi-
îng tour, or the b)ooks of Ltme student andI
otiier articles of au analogous cliaracter, the
use of '%icli is personal te tlîe traveller, and
tlîe takingr of whii lias arisen fromi thue tact
of his jouriluyitig ;" ant i s Hlouer lield that
the ttYtls cf a wvorkinail wore as mucli ' per-
sonal luvgage' as the easel cf ani artistor te
books of a student, and the taking of w'hichi
certainlv arises from the fact of bis jeurnev
to or from lus work, whiicli M'as its ultimate,
purpose, and tîmat lie ,vas tîmerefore entit ed
te recover. His Ilonor M'as pressed. by

cnslf(tr the defeiîdants Nvitm the case of
P/î<lps v. 71ie Londlon and Norfth- Western Rail-
vo.t' Co., 34 Law J. Rep). C. 1'. 249, wlhere iL
ivas lield tlîat deeds cf a client carried by an
attorney te te assize4 %vere n(tt ' personal
luggage' ; but ilis I ltJn(r liel( tlîat the
presemit case wvas distinguisliable from, that
case otn te (,roundith lat tlie d1eods in question
ii te latter were net the property of the
attorney, anid tlîat tlîey î)robably feul Mitîlin
the Carriers AcL. lus Ilonr also hield that
if the box cf teols now in question were not
iporsonal luggage,' yet, as the porter took
charge cf iL, anid labelled and put it into the
van, the defendants wvere hiable, according te
the case of Qlubtf v. T/wc London and North-
Weéstern Rat't'Co., 31 Law J. Rep. C. P.

271, and entered a verdict fer LIme plaintiff,
with costs.-Judgment accordingly.

THIE INCORPORA TED LA IV SOCIETY

AND COMfMISSIONERS FOR OA THS.

The following statemnent, prepared by the
council of the Incerpeorated, Law Society, aS
te what they consider to be the duties of
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commissioners to administer oaths, has been In ail cases in which oaths are adminis-published :- 
tered by officiais of the Court, and officiaiNumerous and urgent communications persons other than solicitors hiolding coma-have been recejved by the couneil of tlic missions, no such course as tbat nowlncorporated Law Society frona commission- suggested bias ever been adopted. It may beers in London and varions parts of the stated in general ternis that what is requiredcountry, in which an expression of opinion of the person administering the oath is tofroin the council is asked as to what are the ascertain that the deponient is actually in bisprecise duties of commissioners to ad minister presence, by inquiring whether tbe signatureoaths on taking affidavits. to the affidavit before hima is the naine of theIt bas been represented by tbe commis- deponient, and is in bis own handwriting;sioners that tbey find themseives in consid- and, if tbe answers are in the affirmative, theerabie difficulty by reason of the reported oathi is administered in tbe following foraobiter dictum of one of the judges of tbe (Braithwaite's Oaths in the Supreme CourtSupreme Court in a reoent case, in wbicl) bis, of Judicature, 4th edition, 1881, p. 58, No. 5):lordship, after observing tbat tbe affidavits) " You do swear that the contents of thisbefore hum were flot read over in tbe corn- your affidavit, are true. So help, you God. "missioner's presence, and that he took no The oniy exception of which. tbe counicilmeans to ascertain wbether he knew to wbat are aware to this fori, of taking the oath isthe deponients were swearing, said it was the tbat provided by Order XXXVIII, mile 13,dutyof acommissioner, before he administers of the Rules of tbe Suprenie Court, 1883,an oatb, to satisfy himseif tbat the witness wbich appiies soleiy to the case of blind orthorougliîy understands to wbat he is going illiterate deponents. It appears to theto swear, and tbat tbe commissioner sbould co(lncil tbat if it were necessary, as expiainedflot be satisfied by anyone but tbe witness by the iearned judge, to see in every casehimself. This expression of opinion on tbe that the (leponent understood the contents ofpart of the leamned judge bas taken tbe pro- his affidavit, there would be no necessityfession very mucbi by surprise. whatever for the mile in question.In the view of the counicil (subject to tbe The persons autborized to administerexception contained in a Rule of Court wbicb oatlhs to be used in tbe Supreme Court arewill be referred to presentiy), ail tbat a coin- those wbo have received commissions sincemissioner is required to do is to see that the tho passiIýg of the Judicature Act, 1873, anddeponent is apparentiy competent to depose isncb persons as were previously to that dateto the affidavit, and tbat he knows bieis about entitied to administer oatbs. Before tbeto be sworn by the comniissioner as to tbe year 1853, oaths in London were adminis-truth of tbe statements it contains, kand that tered by thejudges and by certain officiais ofthe exhibits (if any) are the documents re- tbe Court and otber officia] persons, and inferred to. 

the country by masters extraordinary inThe council think that the entire respon- Chancery; and after 18,53 aiso by Londonsibiiity for tbe contents of the affidavit rests conirissioners, wbo were then appointed,with the deponent and the solicitor wblo and the forin in which tbe oath was takeaprepares it. 
was tbe same as tbat wbicbi now obtains.If is obvious tliat it wouid be impossiblefor the commissioner to determine whetber PROD UCTIONIVOF CONFIDENTIAL DOC-the deponent understood every statement UET O RVLGD

made in tbe affidavit, uniess lie hilnself bad UET O RVLGDread it to tbe deponient, and biad himseif At the Brentford County Court, before bismiastered the facts of the case. Honor Judge Stonor, on December 9, judg.Such a course would, in the opinion of the nient was given iu the case of Barclay v. Thieconcil, be impracticable, and beyond wliat Atlas Brick Company. His Honor isaid: Thisthiey qonsider to be tieduties of tie coJnmis- 18 an appeal frota an order made by thesioner. 
registrar, in an action under tbe iEmployer'
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Liabiîity Act, for the production of a docu-
Ment whichi is admitted by the affidavit of
thldefendants' manager to he in their pos-
e'ion or power, but which they claim euh-
Stantially te ho privileged as being corres-
Ponden-e l)etween thomeelves and their9agents,' with refereiice te, and in view of,
threatened proceedinge of the plaintiff againet
them. The document in question le dated
Septemuber 5, and was produced for the infor-
Iriation of the Court. It is a printed form,
and is headed as follows: ' Private and con-
fidentiai. Answering these questions does
flot iMply that tlîe injured person je making
Or wviIl make a dlaim. Employers' Liability
Assurance Corporation (Limited). Prel imin-
ary particulars of the accident te be fur-

is8hed by the agent of the corporation or by
the employer.' Then follows a series of
questions tabularly arranged as to ' the
emfployer,' 'the person injured,' and 'the
accident, in question, te whichi answers have
ben given in writing. The document was
11ot signed, but was admitted to have been
fulrniehed te the assurance corporation by
the defendant company or by their authority
fromn information supplied by them. Thiere
's, Of course, no doubt that the plaintiff je
entitled to the production of this document if
it be not privileged ; but the defendant com-
Pany contend that it is privileged because
the assurance corporation to, wîom. it lias
been furnished were their 'agente,' and it
'n'as go furnished to them. in contemplation
Of litigation. 1 think that this contention is
erroneous, and that the registrar'e order was
quite right. The only relation which appeare
to have existed between the defendant au<1
the assurance corporation arose from a policy
of assurance, which je not produced, but
Which common knowlodge telle us was in the
nature of an indemnity given by the latter to
the former against pecuniary liability in
respect of accidents te the workmen in their
em"ploymexit. Probably the defendant com-
Pany wau bound by this contract te furnish
to the assurance corporation early intelli-
gence of the particillars of any accident in
respect of which they mighit dlaim te be
indemnified. At aIl events it was proper for
thema te do so; and, accordingly, within a
Week of the accident in question, they fur-

niolhed to, the corporation the information
contained in tlîis document. Bosides the
contract of indemnity contained in the policy
of assurance, there ie no evidence of any
relation between the defendant company and
the asisurance corporation whatsoever, and
consequently no evidence of any agency,n,
loast of ail, of that legal professiotial agency,
or rather relation, whieh, for the present pur-
pose, is the only ground of privilege recog-
nized by either the Courts of law or equity
since the Judicature Act, 1873 (seS the case
of Anderson v. The British Batik of Columbia,
and particularly the judgment of the Master
of the Rolle, Sir George Jessel, 45 Law J.
Rep. Chanc. 449;- L. R. 2 Chanc. Div. 644).
This appeal will therefore be dismiseed, with
coste; and, according to the undertaking of
counsel, the document in question will be
produced forthwith, as the trial is to, corne on
next Friday at Brentford.

LORD MORRIS.

The Righit Hon. Sir Michael Morris, who
has been appointed Lord of Appeal in Ordin-
ary in place of Lord Fitzgerald, deceased,
and is, by virtue of hie office, entitled during
hie life to, rank as a baron, under the style of
Lord Morris, of Spiddal, county Galway, je
the eldeet son of the late Mr. Martin Morris,
J.P., of Spiddal, and was born in November,
1827. He was educated at Erasnmus Smith's
School, Galway, and at Trinity College,
Dublin, where lie graduated B.A., and was
was senior moderator and gold medallist in
1847. Ile wae called to, the Irish bar at the
King's Inns, Dublin, in 1849, and obtained a
silk gown in 1863. He was high sherjiff of
Galway in 1850, and recorder of Galway from,
1857 to 1865, Solicitor.General for Ireland
from July to October in 1866, and Attorney-
General from. that date to, March, 1867. From
1865 to 1867 ho represented the county of
Galway in Parliament, and introduoed the
Attorneys and Solicitors Act, 1866, Ireland,
assimilating the law regulating thema te the
English law. H1e vacated bis seat in the
House of Commons on being appointed
Justice of the Common Pleas in Ireland, and
was promoted te, the chief justioeship of the
the Queen'iu Bench in 1887. 11e je a magi-
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trate for the counities of Cavan and Galway. Napoléon Bourgeois, cf flrm of N. Bourgeois & Ce.,He is also a Commissioner of National Edu- Mon treal, Janu. 3.
îatin i Irlan, ad asentorof ue oya Céline Hlébert, boot aud shoe dealer, doiug businiescatin inIrelndand sentorof t16 Ryal der the namne cf J. B. L. Rolland, Moutreel, Jas> 3.

University of Ireland. Lord Morris inarried, "(teguoi Frère & Co., Quebcc, Jen. 2.n 1860, Anna, (laugliter of the late Hon. Murdock Alex. Graham, doiug- business as, GrahamIenry George Hughes, a Baron of the & Co., Montreal, Dec. 27.
Excleqnr i Ireand byNvlim le las I John Hecnry Hodges, dry goods merchant, Montreal,~xchquerin Jelad, b who liebas an.e 4.amily. Lord Morris is tlue sixthi lord of N. A. Mansfield, district cf Bedford, Dec. 27.ippeal who bias beon created, thie previous Joseph Ovila Massicotte, grocer, Montreal, Jeu. 7.matins ein thse f BlckbrnGoron, Robert Neill, district cf Bedford, Dec. 10.r e a t o n s b ei n t h s e f l 3 a c k u r n, G o r o n, W illia m S ta n ley , b o o k se lle r,Q uieb e c, J e u. 7.V'atson, Fitzgerald and M',aenagite.La miche! esebo u hedaeQceJurournal (London).Zn7 Teseboan oedarQbe J.

c

'j

0 . A ihir(.-j. Lesmerteau, Moutreaýl, curatoîQUEEN'Sý CO UATSEL. Dec. 2-7.
Tîjefollwin appintient appar ii te 1 Joseph Beaudoin.-C. Desmarteau, MoutrealThe olloinc appintient appar n di cura torj,a,. 3.Canada Gazette, ,Jan. Il:- R'. F. Bercoiitz.-Jolîu Fulton, Moutreal, curatorQuebec:-George MacKeuzie Clark, Mont- -lai. 9.real. Lawrence (J. Macdonîald, St. J011 > RO L. N. ilied.JBeaudry, Thrce Rivers, cure-John Dunlop, Montrea]. Tancrède de ('lia- Re Didace Boiviiu, eontractr-A. M. Archembanîtmilly doLoritînier, Montreal. Franiçois--X,',vier parish cf St. Antoine, cureter, Dec. 30.Miýati ieu, Terreboune. Athiaunse Brauchaud, Re J. Emile Caron, dry goods, Quebec.-Il. A.Montreal. J. Norbert Pouliot, Rlimouski. elrQucbec, curetor, Jeu. 8.Améde L Wifrel Grnie, Mntral. Re Onésime Cartier, jr.-Bîodeau & Renaud, M1ou-

Améde L Wilred GrgnerMontealtreel,joiut 
cureter, Jeu. 3.Joseph 0. Joseph, Montreal. Norman W. fle Muîrdoch Alexander Graham (Grahiam & Co.),Trenholme, Montreal. Cliristopher Benfleld Mont real.-Davsou Kerr, Montreal, cureter, Jan.4.Carter, Montreal. Frédéric L. Iléïque, Mont- RecNelscu A. Mansfleld.-J. iMbckiur.ou, Cowaus-real P. .('yle Monreal Heny ~ ville. curitor, 1)ec. 31.real P. .Cole, ontoal. Henr C. leNapoleon MeReady, St. Romuald.-Il. A. Bcdard,

Saint-Pierre, Montreal. Pierre Narcisse Mar- Quebcc, cureter, Jan. S.tel, Three-Rivers. H. Adjutor Tuircotte, Re' Jauses Mil lar.-Mil lier & Griffith, Sherbrooke,Quebec. Horace Archiainbault, 'Moîstreal. joint cureter, Jeu. 8. DvdldYLouis Napoléon Asselin, Rim-ouski. A]h)ert flc Z. S. Auibut, Moutreal -First and final dividend,Bender, Montmragny. -Michiael T. Ilackett, payable Jan. 29, %V. A. Caldwell, Montreal, euratuîr.Stantea. Dnea M ormik, onteal R .? Brassard, 'rhree Rtiver& -Dividcnd paya' ibj'Stastea. DncanM(Crmic, 'Mntral.Je1a. Ml, Keut & lureette, Alontrcai, joint cureter.
A. O. T. Beaucliemin, St. Hyacintlio. P-net l?, Olivier Deuners, St. Sîîuu.-First and fluai'le dvilend,payebîe Jau. 2,J. O. [Dien, St. llyacinthle,
Asigers, Quebec. James N. Green.slields, cureter.Rte Théophile Désyv, St. Tit.-First and tinal dvi-
Montroal. Gustavus G.- Stuart, Quebec. demd, payable Jeu. 27, I[. A. Bedeard, Quebec, curator.Siméon Beaudin, Montreal. Josepli Fdouard J&"' Guenette & Co*, S t* . Deniiiiuce.Fir.st and finalFarianît L'Asouîtioî Micael dividenid, payable Jeu. 27, J. O. Dieu, St. Hlyaciuthe,Fariaul, LAssnipion. Miejae .1 F.cureter.

Quinn, ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ R Motol ila ruoNne, tc,. A. Josephson, Mon treal.-Di videî,d 1payableQuin, Mntrol. illim Buno antl 'Jai1. .1I, lNeut & Trcotc, Mon)tre:i,jo,.nt cuireter.Terrbone. Rbor 1).McGhbon Motrea. ,Ite N. LemiireSt., Z4i >hirin.-Dividend, payable Jeu.
TéanreoJn. Etliir ) Monrel.bo,ýoitel 

31, K<ent & Turcoîte, Miitreal,.jeint cureter.LéndeJ.EtIrMotca. 
b L. Vigeait, St. J.i's-idedpayable Jan.North- JV'est 'flrrUtories :-Williain Wiljto, 31 Kent & Turcutte, Montreal, joint cureter.

Moosomin.

GENERAL NOTES.
LV4S'O. VIJ'I' N7'IQi' byr7 Kii'S C'(MMENTARIES...-The copyright of Kejîts

LV80L VNT NOTCES, A11Cuiciiiiiintaries lias expired . The Las,' Ljl,i-aè-iv,,i an
Quecl 0tficièd Gr'ellef, Ju>1. il. Auncrieýi, qtiirterly journal, ob.serves, tliet the work isJiîdjejql ~ ~ ýo t1a,»,,, n egtmte plumier for the pirates. A îîew editieîî

Aidiifi A andonicay.is 
aiînouuced by itt le, Brown & Co.. nt a rediietien cf

hyme Becevtel, eltlier, euîree, Je,. . eight dollars, iu price. Iu the lest editicti, reterence isflymn Breovtch clohie, Motrel, Jiji7. iade te 5,000 addîtoneî cuses. The Amnericans *y
Frauk Bercovitz, cap manufacturer, Meutreal, Dcc. tliet cases îîîust be cited l'or every proposition. En glish

31. 
prîîctitioncrs are inclined te evoîd citiug cases. TheThéophile Joseph Bourdon, grocer, St. Hlenri, Dec. incrirent f moders uisuedtence-ta delrbe80. 
(London).
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