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A second number will be issued in
the middle of this month to give our
readers the result of the judgments re-
cently delivered.

The Supreme Court of the United
States is said to be more than three years
in arrears. Although during the recent
term 379 cases were disposed of, there
yet remain to be heard 1150.

The following gentlemen have been
appointed Examiners in Law under the
recent resolution of the Law Society :
Thomas Hodgins, Esq., QC., Equity
Jurisprudence; T. D. Delamere, Esq.,
Commercial Law; J. 8. Ewart, Esq.,
Real Property ; J. E. McDougall, Esq.,
Criminal Law, Maritime Law, &c.

The Court of Appeal in England
has recently decided that a married
woman cannot be made bankrupt, even
though she has separate property. The
Court puts it on the ground that she is
not liable to be sued as a deblor, properly
so called, but her engagement has made
her separate estate liable to satisfy that
engagement : Ex p. Jones, 23 Sol. J.75.

There is the most urgent necessity for
the appointment of a strong judge to the
vacancy still remaining on the Manitoba
Bench. We all know what the Chief
Justice is. The recent appointment (Mr
Debuc), though giving high character
and integrity to the bench, does not add
much, we understand, to its judicial
ability. The requisition made by the
Manitoba bar for the appointment of Mr.
Dalton to the third place, shows their
view of the situation, and while we think
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it out of the question, to expect any move
on the part of the Government to ap-
point Mr. Dalton, or any desire. on his
part to change his work and residence ;
yet we quite appreciate the wish of the
Manitoba Bar to have such an able, up-
right lawyer placed on the prairie bench.

STRANGER TO CONTRACT
ENFORCING IT.

The law has undergone remarkable
changes upon the rights of one whoisa
stranger to a contract, which contains a
clause for his benefit, to enforce such a
contract. At one time the preponder-
ance of opinion was plainly in favour of
the proposition, that if one person made
a promise to another for the benefit of a
third, that third might maintain an ac-
tion upon it. This, indeed, is the very
language of Mr. Justice Buller, in 3 »-
chington v. Vernon, 1 B. &P, 101 (in
notis). The same was the opinion of
Eyre C. J., as expressed in The Company
of Feltmakers v. Davis, 1 B. & P., 102.
Such was also the early view in Equity,
as may be seen by referring to Hook v.
Kinnear, 3 Swanst., 417 note, when the
Lord Chancellor (1743),said : “it is cer-
tainif one I;ersoxx entersintoanagreement
with another for the benefit*of a third
person, such third person may come into
a Court of Equity and compel a specific
performance."

Subsequently, however, this doctrine
was contravened at law by the case of
Tweddle v. Atkinson, 1 B. & 8., 393,
where the Court disregarded the earlier
authorities (those, however, which we
have noted do not appear to have been
cited), and held that a third person can-
not sue at law on a contract made by
others for his benefit, even if the con-
tracting parties have agreed that he may,
and they laid it down also, (departing
from the doctrine of Dutton v. Poole, 2

Lev., 210), that near relationship makes
no difference. And a similar position in
equity appears to be laid down by Lord
Langdale, in Colyear v. Lady Mulgrave,
2 Keen, 98, in which he remarked sub-
stantially as follows: “that if there is
a covenant by one person with another
to pay a sum of money to a stranger, or
do any act for the benefit of a stranger,
who is not a party to the instrument or
agreement, the person to whom the
money is to be paid, or who is to be
benefitted cannot sue, either at law, orin
equity, because there is no privity of
contract.”

But one finds in the still later de-
cisions, a strong disposition to revert to
the earlier rule, and to give a right of re-
dress to the stranger so circumstanced.
The more modern cases in effect adopt
the position which was laid down by Lord
Alvanley (a judge who distinguished
himself both in equity and on the com-
mon law beneh), in Pigott v. Thompson,
3B. & P, 149 (1802). He there said :
‘it is not necessary to discuss whether,
if A.let land to B., in consideration of
which the latter promises to pay the rent
to C. his executors and administrators,
C. may maintain an action on that pro-
mise. I have little doubt, however, that
the action might be maintained, and that
the consideration would be sufficient ;
though my brothers seem to think differ-
ently upon this point. It appears to me
that C. would be only a trustee for A.,
who might for some reason be desirous
that the money should be paid into the
hands of C.” The same view is taken by
Sir William Grant,in Gregoryv. Williams,
3 Mer., 582, a case which is at the basis
of the admirable judgment of Strong,
V. C, in Mulholland v. Merriam, 19
Grant, 283, In that case the defendant
had agreed with a person deceased, that
upon an assignment of real and personal
estate to him by the deceased, he would
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p::y thereout eertain sums to the children
:h:lf decefxse.d. It was contended that
: 'eneﬁclanes had no right to seek to
ecover the amoun‘s by a suit in their
OWn names, but that the only remedy
Wwas by an action at law in the name of
th.e Personal representative of the father
with whom the agreement had heen
made. The Vice-Chancellor, however
arg.ued thus: that if a personal represent
tative of the deceased did sue at law and
recover the money from the defendant
he. w?uld recover as trustee for the benei
ficiaries. If the money when recovered
-wm?ld be affected with a trust, so would
in like manner the right of ac;ion which
Yested 1n the personal representative be
mpressed with a like trust, and if so
then th.e personal representative and th;
beneﬁ.clary might conjointly maintain
the. lltl“. For this he cites Gregory v.
”’.tllmms. Another and later decision
;x}x:ght also have been referred to, and to
& : same effect, namely, that of Vice-
ancellor James, in Peel v. Peel 17 W
R., 586. In Mulholiand v. M,errirbm.
there was no personal representative o;'
t?le deccased, and as such a representa
tive would have been merely 3 formai
party, the Vice-Chancellor directed that
the suit might proceed in the absence of
any person representing the estate of the
deceased under the authority of the
general orders, This decision was affirm-
ed on re-hearing by the full court in S,
C.,20 Gr., 152. The views of the present
Chancellor upon this important question
!:ay be found in Skaw v. Shaw, 17 Gr.,
282. He there held that when land was
conveyed in consideration of the grantee’s
agreeing to convey a part to a third per-
son who was a stranger to the trans.
action, this third ‘person could main-
tain & suit in his own name for the
recovery of the part in question. In
that case, both the contracting parties
were made defendants, and the benefici-

ary was the plaintiff. The Chancellor at
p. 285, pointedly adverts to this, and
says that in his opinion the suit was
properly constituted. )

The conclusions reached in these
Canadian decisions are also fortified by
very recent English authorities. Thus
in Touche v. Metropolitan Railway Ware-
housing Company, L. R. 6 Ch. 777, Lord
Hatherley states that there is authority
for holding that where a sum is payable
by A. B, for the benefit of C. D., then
C. D. can claim under the contract, as if
it had been made with himself. Seealso
Gale v. Gale, L. R. 6 Ch. D. 144.

In the Irish courts reference to the
following cases will be found useful on
this head of thelaw. In Joyce v. Halton,
11 Ir. Ch. R. 123, the Master of the
Rolls in Ireland decided against the
right of third persons collateral to the
contract to sue. This was reversed on
appeal in 8. C,, 12 Ir. Ch. R. 71, the Lord
Justice giving very much the same rea-
sons as Vice-Chancellor Strong. See also
Cowlray v. Thompson, 1. R. 2 Ch. 226,
wherethe'authority of Tweddlev. Atkinson
was recognized and followed: Brennan v.
Brennan, Ir. R. 2 Eq. 270, where the
right of the third parties to intervene
was given effect to, chiefly on the ground
that the agreement was in the nature of
a family arrangement, and for the benefit
of the relatives who brought the suit.

PERSONAL PROPERTY IN ICE.

In this Canada of ours we see ice, both
in winter and summer. In winter, its
principal use is to provide a means of
exercise for the rising generation, and to
a more limited extent, to enable surgeons
to practice setting broken limbs, and law-
yers to bring actions against corporations
and others. Insummer it is largely used
for various household purposes, as well
as for many others, varying from an out-
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ward application to counteract a sun-
stroke, to an inward application to ““cool
the coppers” of those who have made
their alcohol unwholesome, according to
the Celtic theory, by too great an admix-
ture « iwater the night before.

Ice is, of course, an article of commerce
of some importance, and is therefore en-
-titled to its own special litigation in these
Millennial days, when litigants politely
endeavourto “swear their cases through,”
with smiles on their faces, and malice
in their hearts, instead of the old “a word
and a blow ” of what we are pleased to
call the “dark ages.” But we should not
enlarge on this topic for fear of en-
dangering the craft.

The litigation on this subject, is not,
however, very extensive. The last case
we have seen discusses the elementary

question, as to whether ice is per-
sonal property ; and it was then decided, |
with undoubted correctness, that a sale
of ice, ready formed, whether in or out
of the water, as a distinct commodity, is
a sale of personalty. It was further
held that a parol bargain for ice
formed on the surface of a pond,
both parties being in view thereof,
and the price being paid on the spot,
passed the title (Higgins v. Kusterer,
Supreme Court, Michigan, U. 8., noted
in Central Law Journal). The Chief
Justice in delivering judgment, said :——

¢ While we think there can be no doubt that
the original title to ice must be in the possessor
of the water where it is formed, and while it
would pass with that possession, yet it seems
absurd to hold that a product which can have no
use or value except as it is taken away from the
water, and which may at any tim: be removed
from the frechold by the moving of the water, or
lose existence entirely by melting, should be
classed as realty instead of personalty, when the |
owner of the fieehold chooses to sell it by itself.

‘When once severed no skill can join it again to

the realty. It has no more organic connexion

with the estate than anything else has that can
float upon the water. Any breakage may sweep
it down the stream and thus cut off the property
of thefreeholder. It has less permanence than
any crop that is raised upon the land, and its de-
tention in any particular spot is liable to be
broken by many accidents. Tt must be gathered
while fixed in place, or not at all, and can only
be kept in existence by cold weather. In the
present case the peculiar situation of the "pond
rendered it likely that the ice could not float
away until nearly destroyed, but it could not be
preserved from the’other risks and incidents of
its precarious existence. Any storm or shock
might in a moment convert it into floating masses
which no ingennity of black-letter metaphysics
could annex to the freehold.

‘It does not seem to us that it would be pro-
fitable to attempt to determine such a case as the
present by applying the inconsistent and some-
times almost whimsical rules that have been de-
vised concerning the legal character of crops, and
emblements. Ice has not been much dealt with
as property until very modern times, and no set-
tled body of legal rules has been determined upen
concerning it.  So far as the principles of the
common law go, they usually, if not universally,
treated nothing movable as realty, unless either
permanently or organically connected with the
land. The tendency of modern authority,
especially in regard to fixtures, has been to treat
guch property according to its purposes and uses
as far as possible.

““The ephemeral character of ice renders it in-
capable of any permanent or beneficial use as
part of the soil; and it is only valuable when re-
moved from its original place. Its connexion—
if its position in the water can be called a con-
nexion—is neither organic nor lasting. Tts re-
moval or disappearance can take nothing from
the land. It can only he used and sold as per-
sonalty ; and its only use tends to its immediate
destruction. We think that it should be dealt
with in law according to fts uses in fact, and that

any sale of icealready formed, as a distinct com-

modity, should be held a sale of personalty,
whether in the water or out of the water.”
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LAW SOCIETY.

Mic
MICHAELMAS TERM, 43RD VIicTORIE, 1879.

Resumé i
esume of proceedings of Convocation
during this Term :

Moxpay, Nov. 17th.
Mr. Irving was moved into the chair in
the unavoidable absence of the Treasurer.
'1?he Report of the Examiners on the ex-
awination of candidates for call was received
and read, reporting the following geutle-
men as having passed a satisfactory exami-
nation for call to the Bar, namely : Messrs
W. J. Delavey, G. H. Hopkins, J W‘
Holmes, W. M. Reade, J. S. Ma::do;lald.
Jd. C. Lillie and W. J. Franks, ,
ln:i}::, brub;freasurer reported that the fol-
G Hb g};n cmen, namely : W, J. Delaney,
- H. opking, J. W, Holmes, W. M.
I\eadg, J. 8. Macdunald, J. C. Lillie, had
coxnph(‘ed with all the rules of the so’ciety
and might be called to the Bar. ,
Or ered accordingly.
ﬁlgl;d:}x:d, that W. J. Franks, upon his
“ie necessary petition, bond and pre-
sentation, may be called.
am’li‘zethport of th'e Examiners on the ex-
! a/ 10n. of Candidates for admission as
Attorneys’was received and read, reporting
the following gentlemen as havix’x pa.ssssedo
n:.smely, Messrs. F. Fitzgerald, G g];%) Ho ;
Kins, W. . Morphy, T. S. Plumb, W. R,
Hickey, R. W. Jameson, J. J. Sco;t P A.
Macdonald, H. E. Morphy, C.S. R’anl.(in‘
A. Carss and J. B. Rankin. ’
The Sub-treasurer reported that the arti-
cles and services of the following were cor-
;;ct, namely, Messrs. F. Fitzgerald, W. F.
Rox‘%prhyJ, G. H. Hopkins, W. R. Hickey,
B: Ra-nki.lm'eson, J. 8. Scf)tt, A. Carss, J.
certiﬁcat:;n ,ftl}at they might receive their
Orderes ho titness : ordered accordingly.
tronoer at C 8. Rankin, upon the Sub-
o .recellvmg proper certificate from
: e }fn(llnclpal In whose office the said Ran-
oénﬁt:es:ferved, may receive his certificate
. (:’;dered, that the following be referred
o the Legal Education Committee : The

cases of Mr. P. A, Macdon:
-y Morphy, acdonald and Mr. H,

Ordered, that the case of Mr. T. S.
Plumb be referred to a special committee,
under the rule for special cases.

Mr. Leith, Mr. Hoskin and Mr. Kerr to
be the special committee to deal with Mr.
Plumb’s case.

Report of the Examiners on the firat In-
termediate examination was received and
read.

The Secretary reported that the follow-
ing candidates had passed their examina-
tions as Articled Clerks in due course,
namely, Messrs. W. H. Hewson, T. A. Gor-
ham, J. Christie, W. A. Geddes, A. T. 8.
McVeity, V. Switzer, J. W. Russell, A. A.
Hughson, J. Chisholm, H. D. H. Helmcken,
E. E. Kittson, F. W. Davis, F. McDougall,
D. Buchanan, W. V. Maclise, C. G.
O’Brian, A.J. W. McMichael, E. A. Fos-
ter, J. C. Grant, G. H. Smith, J. A.
O’Rourke, L. H. Dickson.

Ordered, that the foregoing gentlemen
be allowed their examinations, a8 the first
Intermediate for Articled Clerks and Stu-
dents-at-Law.

Ordered, that the Hon. D. Mills be al-
lowed his examination as the first Inter-
mediate of a Student-at-Law.

Ordered, that the cases of Mr. McDer-
mott and Mr. Keys be referred to the Legal
Education Committee.

The Report of the Examiners on the se-
cond Intermediate Examination was re-
ceived and read.

The Secretary reported that the following
gentlemen passed this examination in due
course, namely, Messrs. Pounton, J. G.
Geddes, T. H. Thompson, H. Buchanan,
G. Bell, J. B. O’Brian, . Irving, D. H.
Cooper, F. C. Moffatt, A. McKay, W. C.
Hamilton, W. H. Bennett, J. Harrison,
G. W. Baker, P. Mulkern, A. Stewarl and
W. M. German.

Ordered, that their examination be al-
lowed as the second lutermediate of Stu-
dents and Articled Clerks.

The cases of A. B. Cox, James Henry
and W. E. Macara were referred to the Le-
gal Education Committee.

The Report of the Special Committee on
the case of Mr. Plumb was received, read
and approved.
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Ordered, that he receive his certificate of
fitness.

Mr. Hodgins brought up Report of Le-
gal Education Committee, as to appoint-
ment of Examiners and Examinations,
referred to them by Convocation in Trinity
Term.

Ordered, that it be considered on Satur-
day next. '

Messrs. W. J. Delaney, J. W. Holmes,
W. M. Reade and J. C. Lillie were called
to the Bar.

The petition of T. T. Rolph was referred
to the Finance Committee, with power to
act.

The case of Mr. F. W. Campbell, of Na-
panee, and letter of J. B. Read, Esq., the
Solicitor, were referred to Finance Commit-
tee, with power to act.

The case of Mr. Lowe was referred to
said Committee, with power to act.

Adjourned.

Tcespay, November 18th, 1879,

Report of Legal Education Committee
on Students for Admission and Articled
Clerks was received and read.

Ordered that the following gentlemen
who have been reported as Graduates, he
entered on the books of the Society as Stu-
dents-at-Law:

Peter Sinclair Campbell, B.A., University
of Toronto.

Alex. Edward Ward Peterson, B.A., Vic-
toria College.

James Andrew Thomas, B.A., Victoria
College.

Edward Robert Cameron, BA, University
of Toronto.

George Benjumin Douglas, B.A., Univer-
sity of Toronto,

John Joseph O'Meara, B.A, University of
Toronto.

John Wilson Elliott, B.A., University of
Toronto.

QOrdered, that the following gentlemen,
" ho have been reportcd entitled as Matri.
culants, namely,

University of Toronto. — James Grace,
William Atchison Proudfoot, William T,
Allen, Hénry Thompson Breck, Albert
Carswell, Albert Ephraim Grier, Adolphus
August_Kraft, William Edward Middleton,

Charles Potter, John Clinnie Drewry (Al-
bert University), Frank Hedley Phippen
(Albert University), Glanville C. Cunning-
ham, Charles A. Grier, John Wilford, Jobn
A. Richardson (University of Toronto), and
Flavius L. Brooke (Albert University), be
entered on the books as Students-at-Law.

Ordered, that the following gentlemen
who have been reported as having passed
the examination, namely, John Thomas
Sproule, Dyce W. Saunders, Henry John
Wickham, George Hales, Arthur Burwash,
John Alexander Melntosh, George Conry
Thomson, Norman McMurchy, Checkly
Francis Johnston, William James Church,
Hume Blake Elliott, Sheriff Harkins, James
Miller, Charles Franklin Farewell, Alexan-
der George Murray, William Highfield Rob-
inson, John McNamara, Frederick Thistle-
waite, Charles Morse, Edward Augustus
Wismer, Joseph Alphonse Vallin, George
Weir, Walter Samuel Morphy, Louis
Hayes, James S. Boddy, be entered on the
books as Students-at-Law and John Arthur
Albright as Articled Clerk.

Report of Legal Education Committee
on the petition of Mervyn McKenzie re-
ceived, read and ordered for immediate
consideration,—Adopted.

Report of Legal Education Committee
on the case of G. B. Douglass received,
read, and ordered for immediate considera-
tion.—Adopted.

Ordered, that on the payment of $10
Mr. Douglas be entered on the books as a
Student-at-Law in the Graduate Class.

Report of the Legal Education Commit-
tee on the case of C. W. Mortimer read and
ordered for consideration.

Ordered that the petition be referred to
the Finance Committee, with power to act.

Letter of Wm. Deveroux read.
tion ordered.

Report of Legal Education on case of
Mr. J. G. Kelly, 6th Dec., 1878, read and
adopted. )

Statement of Sub-treasurer as to Mr.
Kelly’s fees made,

Ordered, that he be refunded the $10
paid by him under protest.

Mr. Kelly was called to the Bar, pursuant
tc the order of 6th December.

No ac-
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clo'i:; l:ter of. Mr. Hamilton, and the en-
o numeemorw.l to the Attorney-General
on the Bl'(;)u_s members of the profession,
offics fll Ject of means of access to the
e 0f the Master in Chancery and Reg-
ant of the Court of Appeal, was read
nd ordered for immediate consideration.

Moved by Mr. Hodgins, seconded by Mr.
Maclennan,

That in the opinion of Convocation a
mo?e convenient means of access from the
main building and Library to the offices of
the Master in Chancery, and Registrar of
the Court of Appeal, and Chambers of the
Judges in Appeal, should be provided for
the use of the profession, and that the
Treasurer be requested to bring the matter
before the Government.—Carried.

toi/}l}l; ]I:;‘l‘:okms_and Mr. Franks were called
SATURDAY, November 22nd.

The ) Report from the Legal Education
Committee respecting the cases of Messrs.
Coffee, H. E. Morphy, P. A. Macdonald,
A. Beverly Cox, James Henry Macara, W.
M. McDermott, H. D. Helmcken J’ . B
M.cln.l:en, E. N. Lewis, F. H. Kin’ and C
W. Oliver, was received and read. 8 ‘
adg;?:(;‘.ed for immediate}consideration and

Ordered, that Messrs H. E. Morphy and
P. A. Macdonald do receive their certificates
of fitness.

The Report from the same committee on
the cases of M. W. Russ and Joseph Al-
phonse Valin was received and read.

Ordered for immediate consideration.

Ordered that the above named Marcus
W. Russ and Joseph Alphonse Valin be
entered on the books as Students-at-Law.

B:eport of the Finance Committee on the
subject of the proposal of the President of
the Telephone Despatch Company, to con-
nect Osgoode Hall with the general Tele-
phone system of the Company, was received
and read.

Ordered for immediate ccnsideration and
adopted.

The Report of the same committee in

T i to th aste of t 1 ed
ererence e w Ol water was receiv

The chairman of the Committee on dis-

cipline presented the report of the commit-
tee on the case of R. R. Waddell, Esq., of
Hamilton, which bad been referred to them
by Convocation for investigation and
report.

The Report was received and read.

Ordered for immediate consideration and
adopted.

Pursuant to the order of Monday last,
the chairman of the Committee on Legal
Tducation brought up the report of that
committee on the subject of Examiners and
Examinations.

Ordered, That the Report be considered
by Convocation on Saturday next, the 20th
instant, and that notice thereof be given by
the Secretary to each Bencher.

Ordered, That the letters of Mr. Mack-
lem and Mr. Hough be referred to the
Finance Committee, with power to act.

Ordered, That the Secretary do acknow-
ledge the receipt of Mr. Falconbridge’s let-
ter, in reference to the theft of his hat from
the Hall, and say that Convocation can do
nothing in the matter.

The petition of George Osborne Mont-
gomery was referred to the Finance Com-
mittee, with power to act.

The letter of Mr. Robinson, Editor of
the Reports, on the subject of & room for
the use of the reporters was read.

Ordered, That the Secretary do reply to
the effect that Convocation is not prepared
to make any order on this subject at pre-
sent.

Mr. J. Sandfield Macdonald was called to
the Bar.

Mr. Crooks gave the following notice of
motion with respect to call of Barristers,
and for admission of Attorneys and Soli-
citors taking the degree of Bachelor of
Laws : .

Any person having successfully passed
the examination now prescribed for the de-
gree of Bachelor of Laws in the University
of Toronto, by its present or any future
curriculum with equivalent requirements,
may be called to the Bar, or admitted as an
Attorney or Solicitor ; in the case of a Bar-
rister, after four years from his admission
as a student of this Society, and in the
case of an Attorney or Solicitor, after hav-
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ing duly served under articles of clerkship

for the term 'of four years, which period
may have elapsed either before or concur-
rently with the passing of said examination
for such degree. This rule shall not affect
any of the provisions of other rules of the
Society with respect to graduates.

Ordered, that the Secretary supply every
member of Convocation with a copy of Mr.
Crooks’ notice, and the same be considered
by Convocation on Saturday, the 29th in-
stant.

Mr. Preston’s letter to the Treasurer, re-
ferring to an irregularity in respect of the
bringing of suit of the Albert Cheese Co.
v. Leaming, was read.

Ordered, that it be referred to the Disci-
pline Committee.

Mr. Hodgins gave the following notice of
motion, namely, that on the consideration
of the report of the Committee on Legal
Education, on the subject of Examiners
and Examinations, next Saturday, he will
move the following resolution :

1. That four Examiners in Law be ap-
pointed, who shall be Barristers of at least
five years' standing at the Bar, and who
shall hold office for four years, and receive
a salary of $600 per annum.

2. That the said Examiners be appointed
to Examine in the following subjects :

(a.) Commercial and Maritime Law.

(b.) Real Property.

¢.) Equity Jurisprudence.

§d.) Criminal Law and the Law of Torts,

3. That the said Examiners conduct all
Intermediate Examinations of Students-at-
Law and Articled Clerks, all Scholarship
Examinations, all Final Examinations for
the call of Barristers, and for the admission
of Attorneys and Solicitors, and such other
and special examingtions in law as the
Benchers may prescribe.

4. That a sufficient number of Examiners
for Matriculation be appointed during each
term preceding the examination of candi-
dates for admission as Students-at-Law and
Articled Clerks, who shall conduct the Pri-
mary Examination of such candidates dur-
ing the term for which they shall be so ap-
pointed.

5. That the Examinations of the Law
Society be held as follows :

1. PRIMARY EXAMINATIONS. — The Pri-
wary Examinations for the admission of

Students-at-Law and Articled Clerks, on
the Tuesday, Wednesday and Thursday of
the third week before Hilary and Michael-
mas Terms. The Examinafion of Gradu-
ates and Matriculants as Students-at-Law
and Articled Clerks, on such days prior to
Hilary, Easter, Trinity and Michaelmas
Terms as the Committee on Legal Educa-
tion may appoint.

2. INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATIONS. — The
First Intermediate Examination of Stu-
dents-at-Law and Articled Clerks, on the
Tuesday and Wednesday of the second
week before each Term. The Second In-
termediate Examination of Students-at-
Law and Articled Clerks, on the Thursday,

Friday and Saturday of the second week
before each term.

3. FINaL ExaMiNaTioNS.—The ordinary
Final Examinations for the call of Barris-
ters, on the Monday, Tuesday and Wed-
nesday of the week preceding each Term.
The additional examination for call with
Honours, on the Thursday and Friday of the
same week. The Final Examinations for
the admission of Attorneys and Solicitors,
on the Thursday, Friday and Saturday of
the week preceding each Term.

4. ScHoLARsHIP ExXaMINATIONS. — The
Scholarship Examinations on the Tuesday,
Wednesday and Thursday of the second
week of Michaelmas Term,

6. That the last of the days above pre-
scribed for the said Primary, Intermediate,
Final and Scholarship Examinations be ap-

propriated to the oral examination of the
candidates.

?. That the Examinations on each of the
said days be held during the following
hours :

Forenoon examinations to commence ab
ten o’clock in the forenoon and close at
half-past twelve in the afternoon.

Afternoon Examinations to commence at

two o’clock and close at half-past four
o'clock.

8. That two Examiners,or one Examiner
and a Bencher be present during the whole
time of the Examinations.

9. That any Articled Clerk,
Student-at-Law, who as such Student-at-
Law has passed, during his clerkship, the
Intermediate Examinations required by the
rules of this Society, shall be allowed such
Intermediate Examinations as Intermedi-
ate Examinations required by the statute,
without further examination or certificate

to that effect by the Secretary of the Law
Society.

Ordered, that the Secretary supply every
member of Convocation with a copy of

being also &
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Mr. Hodgins’ notice, and that it be consid-
ered by Convocation on Saturday next, the
29th instant,

Mr. Robertson moved, seconded by Mr.
Cameron, that Messrs. Leith, Crickmore
and Dr. Smith be a Committee of Benchers,
under the rules of June, 1876, provided
for special cases, before whom Mr. R. R.
Waddell, an applicant for call, may be ex-
amined ; the said Robert R. Waddell being
an Attorney and Solicitor of at least ten
years’ standing. —Carried.

Sarurpay, Nov. 29th.

Mr. Hodgins presented the Report of the
Committee on Legal Education, on the
cases of J. B. McKillop, N. P. Graydon,
G. Muirhead, E, F. B. Carey and D. G.
Downey, 'which was considered and adopted,
and services allowed accordingly.

Mr. Hodgins presented the report of the
same committes, on the case of W. H.
Barry, which was considered.

Ordered, that Mr. Barry be entered on
the books as a Student-at-Law.

Mr. Hodgins presented the Special Re-
port of the same committes, recommending
th? fitting up of cuphoards in the Examin-
ers room, pursuant to a plan and tender,
at an expense of $104, which was consid-
ered and adopted.

Mr. Hodgins presented a Special Report
of the same committee, proposing that fees
should be charged for certificates of admis-
sion, and for Barristers’ diplomas.

The report was considered and adopted.

Mr. Maclennan presented the Report of

the Committee on Reporting, which was
read clause by clause and adopted, with the
exception of the third clause.
) A letter from Mr. Dwight, the manager
in Toronto of the Montreal Telegraph
Company, was read, in which he applied
for permiasion to open a branch office of the
company in Osgoode Hall.

The letter was referred to the Finance
Committee, with power to act.

Mr. Maclennan moved that the Finance
Committee be instructed to endeavour to ar-
range for the placing of a post-office letter
box at Osgoode Hall.—Carried.

A letter from Mr. F. E. Hodgins, apply-

ing for the use of the lecture room, for the }

delivery of a course of lectures on Logic,
was read and referred to the Legal Educa-
tion Committee, with power to act.

A lotter from Mr. Allan Cassels, on‘the
subject of the thefts from the profession,
at Osgoode Hall, was read. The lette}- of
Mr. Falconbridge on the same su!oJect,
dealt with last meeting, and the action of
Convocation thereon, were ordered to be
reconsidered.

Ordered, that Mr. Crooks be requested
to call the attention of the Government f.o
the circumstances stated in the letters in
question, with a view to preventing their
recurrence.

The Treasurer reported that, pursuant to
the directions of Convocation, he had
waited on the Attorney-General, and repre-
gented their views on the subject of the ac-
cess tothe offices of the{Master in Chancery
and Registrar in Appeal, and that the At-
torney-General had directed Mr. Tully to
report on the possibility of the plan sug-
gested, with a view to its being carried out ;
that the Treasurer had met Mr. Tully by
appointment, at Osgoode Hall, and gone
over the ground, when Mr. Tnlly. stated
that there was no difficulty in carrying out
the plan, and that he would report ac.
cordingly. '

Mr. Crooks moved, pursuant to notice,
the following motion :

Any person having successfully passed
the Eia?mination nowgprescribed for the de-
gree of Bachelor of Laws in the University
of Toronto, by its present or any future
curriculum, with equivalent requirements,
and having obtained such degree, and hav-
ing also successfully passed an gxammatmn
before this Society, in the subjects of the
Statute Law, and the Practice and Pleadings
of the Courts, and in Criminal law, may be
called to the Bar, or admitted as an Atto:i
ney or Solicitor, upon payment of the usw
fees ; in the case of a Barrist.r, after four
years from his admission as & Student of this
Society, and in the case of an Attorney or S0
licitor, after having duly served under Arti-
cles of Clerkship for the term of four years,
which period may have elapsed either before
or concurrently with the passing of said exli
amination for such degree. This rule Bhf
not affect any other provisions of the rules
of the Society with respect to graduates.

Mr. Read moved that the further consid-
eration of the motion be adjourned to the
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next meeting of Convocation, and that the
notice be reprinted and distributed to the
Benchers, with an intimation that it will
then be taken up.

The further consideration of the Report
of the Legal Education Committee, on the
subject of Examiners and Examinations,
was then taken up.

Mr. Hodgins moved in amendment a se-
ries of resolutions, which were put clause
by clause, and finally adopted, as follows ;

L. That four Examiners in Law be ap-
pointed, who shall be Barristers of at least
five years' standing at the Bar, and who
shall hold office for three years, subject to
the removal of any of them, at the discre-
tion of Convocation, and each of which
Examiners shall receive a salary of $600
per annum.

2. That the said Examiners be appointed
to examine in the following subjects:

a.) Commercial and Common Law.

b.) Real Property.

¢.) Equity Jurisprudence.

d.) Criminal Law, the Law of Torts, and
Maritime Law.

3. That the Law Examiners conduct all
Intermediate Examinations of Students-at-
Law and Articled Clerks, all Scholarship
Examinations, all Final Examinations for
the call of Barristers, and for the admis-
sion of Attorneys and Solicitors, and such
other and special Examinations in Law as
the Benchers may prescribe.

4. That three Examiners be present dur-
ing the whole time of the written examin-
ations,

5. That any Articled Clerk, being aleo a
Student-at-Law, who as such Student-at-
Law has passed, during his clerkship, the
Intermediate Examinations required b,
the rules of this Society, shall be allowed
such Intermediate Examinations, as Inter.
mediate Examinations required by the
statute, without further examination or
certificate to that effect by the Secretary of
the Law Society.

The Report of the Examiners on the
Scholarships Examinations was read,

The Scholarships were awarded as fol-
lows :—

Fourth year..........., Mr. Nesbit,
Third year ............ Mr. Drayton,
Second year............ Mr. Burgess,

First year...............Mr, J. L. Mm-phy.

Mr. Irving gives notice of motion, for the
next sitting,

That on the first day of Hilary Term
next, and on the first day of every Hilary
Term in each year thereafter, a return
shall be laid before Convocation, shewing—

1. The names of Attorneys who have
taken out certificates for the current year.

2. The names of Attorneys whose names
appear on the roll of Attorneys who have
omitted to take out certificates for the cur-
rent year,

3. A Report from the Solicitor of the
action or procepdings taken, and the result
of such Proceedings upon cases where certi-
ficates have not been taken out for the year
preceding, and that, on the first day of
Hilary Term next, shall be laid before Con-
vocation,

4. A Report from the Solicitor upon the
cases of all Attorneys whose certificates are

unpaid for any year up to the 31st Decem-
ber, 1878,

Fripay, 5th Dec., 1879,

Mr. Crooks reported the result of his in-
terview with the Attorney-General on the
subject of the recent thefts at Osgoode Hall,
and stated that the Attorney-General sug-
gested that the Law Society should organize
some plan for securing accommodation for
practitioners,

Mr. Crooks moved that the subject be
referred to the Finance Committee, with
instructions to report to Convocation,—
Carried.

Mr. Kerr presented a Report from the
County Libraries Aid Committee on the
subject of the Hamilton Association, and
containing a general recommendation, which
was considered and adopted.

A letter from Mr. Jex, on the subject of
the payment of his special fee, was read.

Ordered that Mr. Jex be informed that
his case was disposed of, after full consider-
ation, and that his letter Presented no
grounds for reconsideration,

Letters of recommendation for Mr.
Lightbourne and Mr. Eddis for the office of
Auditor were read, and ‘referred to the
Finance Committee,

Mr. Crickmore presented the Report of
the Select Committee on the examination
of Mr. Waddell.
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The report was adopted.

Mr. Maclennan moved that Mr. Waddell
be required to pay the sum of $200, in
addition to the usyal fee, as required by
the rules under which he was examined,
and that he be thereupon called.

Mr. Robertson moved that Mr. Waddell
be called on payment of $150, the usual
fees in ordinary cases.

The amendment was lost.

Mr. Maclennan’s motion was carried.

Mr. Leith moved second reading of rule
a8 to Examiners and Examinations.—Car-
ried.

Mr. Leith moved third reading of same
rule.—Carried.

Mr. Leith moved that the usual adver-
tisement, under t

he direction of the Legal
Education Committee, be published, "inti-
mating that Convocation will, on the 30th
December,

appoint four Examiners, pur-
suant to the ahove rule,

and that notice be
given to each Bencher of such meeting. —
Carried,

The debate on the
Crooks’ proposed rule was resumed,

Mr. Crooks proposed to further amend
the rule by inserting the wordg ¢ Presented
for call and admission respectively for the
final examination, may, upon payment of
the fees required in ordinary cages,” inflye-
diately after the words “‘ Passed an exami-
nation before this Society in the subjects,”

Mr. Crooks moved the adjournment of
the debate till the next meeting.

Mr. Crooks gave notice that he would, at
the next meeting, move for the autharity
of Convocation for the institution of such
leyislation ag may be necessary to give Con-
vocation further power to deal with the
subjects referred to in the rule.

Mr, Irving moved his resolution as to
Attorneys’ certificates, which was carried.

Mr. Irving also moved that a copy of the
roll be printed, for the purpose of carrying
out the above resolution.—Carried,

Mr. Waddell was called to the Bar.
Convocation roge,

first reading of Mr.

THE JURY QUESTION.

The jury system has suffered ;n Pubil::
estimation from excessive adu atl?;,ion
the one hand, and excessive denuncl hon
on the other. Like every ot,hler st(.) an
system, it is probably susceptib i o
provement ; at all events, 1t (i em -
modification to suit the change mmﬁrm
stances of society. First : It mgilr firm
belief that the jury is invalua eit,izen
political system, in educating t.hef ¢ Zon
to feel a personal responsibility O?b;gl Sty
ernment, in dividing the responsi x4
for legal decisions, and in st.a.ndmg0 .
tween the individual and great mon arz’x ;
lies, such as banks, and rallw’ia‘yl; and
insurance companies, Second : 4(31 {ll
tem as it stands has not worke i
Wrong verdicts and d}sagreemerilts are
exceptional. The public always eahile
disagreements and wrong vg,rd.lcts, ;v. ne
little is said of the vast majority of J =t
verdicts. The ablest judges in this coul
try have assured us that they have rztlrfcg'
known an .absolutely unjust ver liot.
Third : Disagreements and wrong”he
dicts are very frequently the fault o the
judge rather than the jury. Dlsagsive
ments are often produced by excﬁs §
refinements and balancings in the ¢ 1;“%- ©
and wrong verdicts sometimes are til e b
sult of the judges usurpation of t ; a -
vocate's office. Fourth : Except in rgf
cities the intelligence and honesb)i) li:.
jurors is much underrated by the pu "
Fifth : We can conceive nothing I;:oof
iil-advised than an unchanging ben: o
judges to decide all questions of fa}(; ?on
ing in a comwunity, Such centralisa lia-
of power is certainly extremely incons e
tent with republican 1nst1tut,1_onsl.'ﬂ‘ .
two suitors desire to have their di t’% -
ences decided by one man, they have 7 ee.
privilege, but the right of elth.erh ?oThe
mand a jury is inestimable. Sizt - The
single change we would make in the sy -
tem is to allow nine to pronounce h
verdict in all cases but capital cases a‘pr
those punishable with 1m[_>rlsonmen3 'c:s
life; in the latter, unanimous ;'t.a:s lim-‘
should be required. But with al hl o
perfections, we should as Alttl? think of
pronouncing the system a * nuisance
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it stands, as of pronouncing sunshine and
water nuisances, because of occasional
sunstrokes and malaria.—A®bany Law
Journal,

CLUB LAW.

—

Mr. Labouchere has been reinstated in
the Beefsteak Club, by the decision of the
Master of the Rolls that he was irregu-
larly expelled. Now the Beefeaters will
probably try it again. Since our last,
the decisions of the same judge, in the
case of Major Fisher, of the Army and
Navy Club, has been published : Fisher
v. Keane, 41 L. T. N. S. 335. The
major had been a member of that club
about twenty years. One evening, after
dining there, he joined a game of pool,
one of the players being a guest of
another member of the club, and also a
friend of the plaintiff. The guest, finding
the game did not proceed so rapidly as
he desired, said to the plaintiff, < Get on,
I want to go home; you are drunk.”
The plaintiff answered, I don’t think I
would say such a thing to you at your
club,” and the guest replied, “ You are
drunk.” Thereupon the plaintiff said
“You are a d——d liar,” or “its a
d——d lie” A rule of the club em-
powered the committee, in the case of
conduct by any member, injurious to the
character and interests of the club, to
recommend him to resign, and if the re-
commendation should not be observed
within a month, to call a general meetin
which should decide the matter by ballot,
If the committee are unanimously of the
opinion that the offence is so grave as to
warrant immediate expulsion, they are
empowered to suspend, which becomes
final, unless within twenty-one days
twenty members demand a general meet-
ing. The committee consists of twenty-
four. The major’s offence was reported
to them at a meeting at which nine were
present (three forming a quorum), and
having examined two members who were
present at the incident, they suspended
the major. The major had no previous
notice of this action, but meantime had
written an apology to the guest, who had
expressed his satisfaction to the com-
mittee. He also explained to the com.

mittee that he had some years before
met with a severe fall, which had made
his head weak, and offered to make any
apology deemed requisite. The only
answer of the committee was to “bounce”
the major at the end of twenty days.
This action was subsequenty approved
by a large majority at a general meeting.
Now the Master of the Rolls says this
was all wrong. He holds that the unani-
mous consent of the entire committee
was necessary to suspension, and that the
unanimous consent of those present at

the meeting was not sufficient. He then
concludes :

“‘As to the second ground, in my opinion
a committee acting under sach a rule as this
are bound to act, as Lord Hatherley said,
according to the ordinary principles of jus-
tice, and are not to convict a man of a grave
offence which shall warrant his expulsion
from the club without fair, adequate, and
sufficient notice, and an opportunity of
meeting the accusations brought against
him. They ought not, as I understand it,
accordifig to the ordinary rules by which
justice should be administered by commit-
tees of clubs, or by any other body of per-
sons, who decide upon the conduct of others,
to blast a man’s reputation forever, perhaps
to ruin his prospects for life, without giving
him an opportunity of either defending or
palliating his conduct. In my opinion, upon
this ground also, the committee have not
acted properly or fairly.”

he conduct of this club strongly re-
sembles that of a ministerial convention
Or & women’s sewing society. It seems
to our blunted perceptions that the major
ought to have been acquitted, and the
guest suspended ; but we don’t know
much about clubs. The case of Hopkin-
son v. Marquis of Ezeter is reported in L.
R,5Eq.63; 17L. T. N. 8. 368. Seo,
also, Dean v. Bennett, L. R., 6 Ch. 489 ;
24 L. \T. N, 8. 169; Reg. v. Governors
of Darlington School, 14 L. J. 67, Q. B.
See, also, Angell & Amos on Corpora-
tions, 10th ed., § 410, note (a).—Albany
Law Journal.
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VANCE, BY ORDER OF THE
LAW SOCIETY.

COURT OF APPEAL.

0. C.l
N lDec- 1, 18:9.
ERLICH V. M_ALLOY

Division Court Bailiff— Action Jor false
return,

To an action against a bailiff and his
sureties for a false return, they pleaded
that the bailiff immediately levied, but that
he was at once notified by the attorney of
one. of the prineipal creditors of the exe-
cution debtor, that if he proceeded to
svell, the debtor would be placed in insol-
s:;:}cy, and .tha.t before the goods were

» and while they were being advertised
pursuant .to the statute, a writ of attach-
ment was issued, and an assignee appointed
Zil:l;:\g:: e1‘(.ihe bailiff gave up the seizure,
tiff suffered n:lx;:x:::g. "l that tho plain-
theAz;l:eft:ﬂ :}l:e }e&rned Judge withdrew
ik fo ™ the jury, and directed a ver-
& or the defendant, on the ground that

8 plea and another had been d
and refused a rule nisi for a new tripll.ove ’

Held, reversing the judgment 2f. th
County Court, that the plea was a good de-
fence to the action, although under t}‘:
221st section of the Division Court Ac‘:
the Plaintiﬂ‘ would have been entitled to
nominal damages upon the bare proof of
~!)rea,(:h of duty, without showing any in-
Jury ; but that it was for the jury and not
for the J ?dge to say whether the inaction
of the bailiff had caused the plaintiff’s dam-
ag;g,ezi a new trial was therefore ordered.

commencin, i
Fhe plaintiffs had takfnt}sl:nf;?:yn :)::Z;:t;’-
ings by way of summons, under the 220th
section of the Division Court Act inst
the bailiff, which summons was dia;l;‘fr:;ld.

Hew, that the order was not a bar to an
::::I:-; :ll;ieir the following section, for a

O’ Donohoe for the appellant.

J. McDougall for the respoxident.

Appeal allowed.

. GAULT V. BAIRD.
TInsolvent Act— Deed of composition.

A deed, professing to be under the In-
solvent Act, was made between the insolv-
ents of the first part, certain gureties of
the second part, and ‘ the several persons,
firms and corporations who %re creditors of
the parties of the first part, and also are
mentioned in the annexed list, of the third
part.” 1t provided for the payment of com-
position by the insolvents of 7bc.in the
dollar, which payment was guaranteed by
the sureties, and contained the following
clause : ¢ This deed shall be ineffectual un-
less and until completed by all creditors
having claims for over one hundred dollars.”

Held, on demaurrer, affirming the judg-
ment of Osler, J., that this clause only
applied fo creditors mentioned in the an-
nexed list, and that certain other creditors,
having refused to come into the arrange-
ment did not prevent the deed from being
operative.

H. J. Scott for appellant.
@. C. Giibbons for respondent.
Appeal dismissed.

[Dec. 1.
RE MoCRACKEN.
TInsolvency— Landlord’s lien.

Held, If before an assignment or attach-
ment in insolvency the landlord has levied,
the assignee cannot take the goods out of
his possession without payment or tender
of the six months’ arrears. )

After the assignee has taken posseasion,
the landlord cannot seize, but he is entitled
to be paid the six months’ arrears out of
the proceeds of the goods in the demised
premises, in preference to any other claim.

The landlord is not & privileged creditor,
but is merely entitled to a lien upon the
goods of the insolvent which he might have
distrained.

If the assignee sells upon credit, he must
arrange with the landlord before the goods
are removed ; otherwise he hecomes liable
to an order for immediate payment.

If the creditors or inspectors order the
assignee to make such a sale, and do not
provide him with the means of satisfying

c.c]
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the landlord, he should apply to the judge
for direction.

Whenever the assignee is remaining in
possession unreasonably long without real-
izing or satisfying the landlord, the latter
may invoke the summary jurisdiction of
the Court.

R. Martin, Q. C., for the appellant.
Hoyles for the respondent.
Appeal dismissed.

Chy.] [Dec. 1.

SuitH v. DoyLE.
Bill filed in behalf of plaintiff and all other
creditors—Effect of.

This was a suit brought by the assignee
in insolvency of P. D., to impeach a sale of
real estate to the “defendant. The answer
set up that before the proceedings in iusol-
vency a bill was filed by W. S.and J. S, as
execution creditors, in behalf of themselves
and all other creditors who should contri-
bute to the expenses of the suit, for the
purpose of avoiding the conveyance in
question, a8 a fraud upon creditors, and
that after answer the bill was dismissed-
It was alleged that the facts set up in the
two bills were substantially the same ; that
the case made by each was the same, and
that the defendant believed that the evi-
dence, if this suit proceeded, would be
gimilar in effect to that upon which the plea
refusing relief was founded.

Held, that the decree was not a bar to
this suit.

Donovan for the appellant.

O’ Donohoe for the respondent.

Appeal allowed,
[Dee. 1.

——

Chy.]
Muxro v. SMaRT.

Will—Construction of,
The testatrix devised all the rents and
profits of her estate to C., an unmarried
daughter, so long as she remained unmar-
ried, and upon her marriage the whole to
be divided between herand her four sisters,
but if she died unmarried the division was
to be amongst her four sisters; and in case
of either of these four dying before the
marriage or death of C., the share of the
one so dying to go to her children ; and

then followed a provision that in case of the
death of any of her “said” daughters,
without leaving child or children, the share
of such daughter was to be divided among
the surviving daughters, and the children
of deceased daughters.

Held, reversing the decree of the Court
of Chancery, that it was clearly the inten-
tion of the testatrix that there should be a
final distribution of the estate, upon the
marriage of C., and that, on that event
happening, each of the daughters took an
immediate ahsolute interest-

Crooks, Q. C., and Cattanach for the ap-
pellants.

Boyd, Q. C., and Moss for the respond-
ents,

Appeal allowed.

—

C.P] [Dec. 1.

MiLLER v. REmD.
Insolvency—Money paid within thirty days.
- A. sold his stock in trade and assets of all
kinds to 8., the sale being arranged and
carried out by one R., to whom the cash
portion of the purchase money was paid.
R. afterwards, within thirty days of A.’s
being declared insolverit, accepted and paid
out of this purchase money two drafts
drawn on him by the defendant, being the
price of the goods for which A. was indebted
to the defendant. The plaintiff, as assignee
in insolvency of A., sued the defendant to
recover back the money so paid him. The
defendant set up that the drafts were drawn
and the money peid by R. under a personal
understanding contained in letters written
to him by R.

Held, affirming the judgment of the C. P.,
that the defendant had probable cause for
believing A. to be insolvent, and that the
plaintiff was entitled to recover the money,
which clearly belonged to the insolvent.

Held, also, that the acceptance was not a
valuable security within the meaning of
section 134, which the assignee was obliged
to restore to the creditors, as a condition
precedent to the prosecution of the suit.

McKellar, Q. C., for the appellant,

Walker for the respondent,

Appeal allowed,
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ScHLESWYER V. Davis.

Crark v. CLARK.

Quarantee for payment of rent-~Action un. | Ppartition —Land in different Counties—

To an action on a guarantee given to se-
cure the payment of rent,defendant pleaded
that, without hjs knowledge or consent, the
plaintiff accepted a surrender before the ex-
piration of the term, and that there were
then goods and chattels upon the premises,
liable to distress, more than sufficient to
pay the distress.

Held, that the plea was no defence, as a
landlord holding such a guarantee is not
bound to distrain before suing the sureties,

Brown and Falconbridge for the appel-
lants,

Kerr, Q. C., for the respondent.
Appeal dismissed.

—_—

QUEEN'S BENCH.
IN BANCO.
MicHAELMAS TerM, 1879,

Hicks v. Sxiper.
Withomtructiow—Estate’_in Jee.

Testator devised as follows : ¢ I make
and give all my property, both land, house
and all the stock, and every other article 1
possess now, to my loving wife Elizabeth,

by making her my executrix.”
Held, that the wife took an estate in fee.

Wallbridge, Q.C., for plaintiff.
Reeve, contra.

CHANCERY CIIAMBERS.

Referee. ] Nov. 15,
ConNoLLY v. O’REILLY.

Costs on appeal—Sum in gross in liew of—
Practice.

An order allowing $400 to be paid into
Court by appellant, in lieu of bond, will
be granted ex parte.

In thiscase Hoyles, for appellant, moved

ex parte for leave to pay $400 into Court,
as security for the costs of appeal.

T he Referee made the order.

Q. 0. 641—Costs—G-. 0. 643.

In this suit an order for partition ‘(i):
lands in County of Peel, had bee‘(l} m:ml
by the Master at Bramnpton, under Gen

er 640.
Orc}"leming now moved, under G. O 641, ;0:
the sale or partition, under sx'ud or :
of the Master, of certain lands in Col\;nd);
of Grey. It appeared that the Grey. nof
were not discovered, after the granting -
the order by the Master, but were kno
at the time of the making thereof.
lumb for the infants. "
gPRAGGE, C., held that the case was Inﬂ:)lt“:
the scope and intention of order 64“, l;t,er
withstanding the use of the words '8 i
an order, &c., lands are discovered in an
her county.” )
* Held, alsg’, that the case was a P}'Opuf'
one for the exercise of the dlscretlong
the Court or Judge, reserved under 64d,
and costs of the application were allowed,
exclusive of commission fixed in the order.

Nov. 28.
Referee. ] [Nov.
STEPHENSON V. BAIN. -
Sale under decree— Loss after contract sig
—Who bears.

Lands were sold under decree for parti-
tion or sale in the cause. The purchas«lat
signed the usual contract on the day of ;‘aﬁ :
to purchase the property at $1,§09. "
day after the sale the hotel buildings, °
which the property was composed, we
burned down. The report on sale was made
and confirmed. The land, without the
building, was worth about $300. The P;l“"
chaser had paid his deposit on day of sale,
and this application was to compel pay-
ment into Court of the balance of purchase
woney.

HWZIes, for the plaintiff, co'ntended tl;at.
the English cases in point did not appiy:
because here an absolute agreement to pur-
chase is entered into, whereas in Engl.&n’d
only a bidding paper is signed. §ef Damel:
Chy. Prac. p.. 1161, and Daniel’s For;: 1;,
p. 1328, and G. O. 384 ; that the Eng
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Chan. Cham.]

Nores oF CASEs.

.

[Master’s Office.

authorities are opposed to the plaintiff’s
contention, see K« parte Minor, 11 Ves,
559, and Twig v. Fifield, 13 Ves. 518,
which have been practically overruled by
the cases of Amnson v. Towgood, 1 Jacobs
& Walker, 637, and Fesey v. Ellwood 3
Drury & Warren, 77; see also Fiy on
Spec. Perfor. p. 264, and Brady v. Keenan,
6 P. R. 262.

Plumb for infants.

R. M. Fleming, for the purchaser, relied
on Ex parte Minor and Tiwiy v. Fifield,
above quoted.

Tue REFEREE—Held that the interest
contracted for passed to the purchaser cn
the signing of the agreement to purchase ;
and that the cases of L« parte Minor, &c.,
were overruled by the later cases.

Blake, V.C.] [December.
CaMPBELL v. CAMPRBELL.

Partition—Commission under G. 0. 641—
Discretion of Master as to disburseinents.

This was a partition suit under G. O. 641.
The property sold for $2400. The plaintiff
was entitled to six-eighths of the net pro-
ceeds, and two iufants to one-eighth each.
t he total commission amounted to $199.15.
which the Master divided in the following
proportions, viz. : —Seven-eighths to the
plaintiff, and one-eighth to the guardian.

which were not revised.

The guardian for the infants appealed
from the order of the Master on the following
grounds :—1. That one-eighth of the total
commission was tro little compensation.
2. That the disbursements ought to be re-
vised.

Hoskin, Q.C., for appellant.

Hoyles, for the plaintiff, contended that
under G. O. 643 the division of the com-
mission among the solicitors of the different
parties was entirely in the discretion of the
Master ; and that under G. 0. 640 and 643
only actual disbursements were allowed,
and, consequently, no revision was neces-
sary. )

Brake, V.C., allowed the appeal on both
grounds, holding that a Judge in Chambers

might properly review the distribution of
compensation made by a Master ; that the
question as to what are or are not disburse-
ment is a very difficult one, and these bills
should still be referred as ordinary ones to
the Master in Ordinary for revision.

MASTER'S OFFICE.
Taxing Officer. }
Jackson v. Hanmoxnp.

Proper pturties by bill — Mechanics’ Lien
Acts—Costs.

The plaintiff Jackson was mortgagee of
the lands in guestion, the defendant Ham-
mond and the other defendants being the
holders of liens registered under the Me-
chanics’ Liens Act against the premises.

The bill was an ordinary mortgage bill
for sale, but contained the following allega-
tions as to the lien holders: ‘¢ The defend-
ants, John Anderson and others have lately
filed in the Registry Office, in and for the
County of Huron, statements of their re-
spective claims of liens to which they claim
to be entitled under the Mechanics’ Lien
Act, by virtue of doing work upon, and
furnishing material in the erection of a
certain house upon the said lands. The
raid mortgage to the plaintiff was executed

[October.

| and duly registered in the Registry Office
The Master also fixed the disbursements, :

i in and for the County of Huron, before the
' commencement of the work done, or the

placing of the materials aforesaid ,upon
the said lands, in respect whereof the de-
fendants, John Anderson and others claim
such liens as aforesaid.”

Mgr. THom (Taxing Officer) held, on re-
vision of taxation of plaintiff’s costs, that
the lien holders should not have been made
parties by bill, but should have been added
as parties in Master’s Office, after decree,
by notice T.

This ruling was subsequently approved
of by Brakg, V.C., and Prouproor, V.C.
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LAaw STUDENTS’ DEPARTMENT.

LAW STUDENTS' DEPARTMENT.

We continue the publication of the Law
Society’s Examsnation Questions :—

SECOND INTERMEDIATE.
Leith's Blackstone, Greenwood on Coneeyan-
cing.
1. What portions of the English law are in
force in this Province 1

2. What is the comprehensive legal signi-
fication of the term land !

|
3. What is an advowson, and what are |
the various kinds ?

4. State shortly some of the most notable
features of the feudal system.

5. What do yeu understand by the ex-
Pression in veference to estates in'land that
holders have not allodiwm ?

6. What were the n
in knight-service,
socage |

-
7. Give the rules of descent among col-
eaterals as at common law.

atures of the tenures
fee socage and villien

[

Snell’s Equity—Stat. Can., 29 Vict. cap. 28. l|
1. ““ Equity imputes an intention to Sfulfil

an obligation.” K.xplain this maxim. What
chief doctrines of

equity fi i
under this maxim ? AW find their places

2. Discuss the question, * What consider-
ation is sufficient in equity to rebut g result-
ing use 1”

3. In how far is the
sonalty of a testator f
onerated from misa
by the executor ?

4. Define reconversion.

5. In what respects does a mor
personalty differ from a pledge ?

6. Under what circumstances will Court

purchaser of the per-
from the executor ex-
pplication of the proceeds

toage of

of Equity decree specific performance of a
partnership agreement ?

7. Under what circumstances will Court
of Chancery relieve against forfeiture for .
breach of a covenant in a lease to insure
against fire ! Give reasons for answer.

ExAMINATION FOR CavL.

Best on  Evidence—Smith on Contracts—
Blackstone, Vol. \I.

1. What are, according to Mr. T'est, the

chief abuses to be guarded against by the

legislator in dealing with judicial evidence !

2. What is the rule at Common Law as to
the admissibility in evidence of the husband |

and wife of a party to a suit? How is this
varied by statute I Explain fully. .

3. Discuss the question whether counse
in a cause can be swurn as a witness (a) (}))n
behalf of his client, (b) on behalf of the
other side.

4. Distinguish as to the effect of sqlft:;ilfe;
serving statements made () under g m::hom
of fact, (b) under a mistake of law. By
may such statements b(; mag.e ?th hat i

) cplain, after Mr. Smith,
m:a.mgxl?;athe expression ‘‘ Policy of the

. h . ues-
| law ” as used in connection with the q

tion of validity of contracts.

6. If an agreement entered into betweaa\r;
two persons 1s subsequently ﬁvoxded on the
ground of fraud how will this affect (a) ihe
parties to the agreement, (b) third par 12’
who have acquired rights under the agre
ment before its avoidance ?

%. With what restrictions must the lr}lle
be taken that the principal may declax;e him-~
self and take advantage of his agent's con-
tract made without naming him?

o f goods
8. A employs B to carry a bale o

from Toronto to Oshawa, and on the vIV)(?z
B sells them to C, who pays for p}}em.f Do
fine shortly the rights and liabilities of th
various parties.

9. What powers had the Crown apart from
statute (I)Pas to forhidding a sub_)ect'il to
leave the Kingdom, (2) as to compelling him
to leave ?

- jurisdiction of
10. Define the power and'Ju.nsdlc )
the Parliament of Great Britain gccqrdu:%
to Blackstone, mentioning any limitation
which it is subject.

v ills—Com-~
Stephen on Pleading—Byles on Bills— -
frrl:on Law plecding and practice—The sta
tute law.

1, Explain the method by_which issues in
law are alt)rrived at and tried in our Common
Law Courts.

. is meant by a judgment non
obftaxhizredicto ? Unyder what clrc\;lm-
stances may it be obtained 1 By what other
name is it called, and why ? . tentare of

3. To a declaration on an 1indenit
covenant a plea of release is‘pleaded and fg
it areplication of duress. What facts a.r?l
issue and what stand confessed on such a
record 7 Refer to any general rules gu_'ej.rt
by Mr. Stephen which are called in requisi
tion in arriving at your answer.

4. What is the rule as to plaading acts
valid at Common Law, but regulated It;; t‘(f
mode of performance by statute? ul
trate your answer by an example. all

5. What is the effect of persons who i
official situations signing promissory, no
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on which they describe themselves in their
official capacity ?

6. What are circular notes and letters of
credit, and what liability is incurred by the
issuer of the same !

7. What is the effect on a bill or note of
part of the consideration being fraudulent
orillegal? What would be the effect in
caso of a renewal of the note for the whole
amount or in part? Explain fully.

8. A is holder of a dishonoured bill, and
receives other bills for the sum due the old
bill remaining in his hands : state fully the
effect of this transaction.

9. Sketch shortly the practice with re.
spect to references to Masters in Chancery
from Common Law Courts, including the
report and the methods of appeal from such
report.

10. State accurately the changes that
bave been made by statute in the former
right of the parties to a Common Law action
to have all issues in fact tried by a jury.

Taylor's equity— Lewis’ equity pleadings—
Pleading and practice.

1. What was, in Equity, and what is now

the law as to employing puffers at auction
aales }

2. Will agreements among persons at-
tending a sale not to bid against one another
vitiate the sale? Answer fully.

3. Distingunish between the relationships
of solicitor and client, and guardian and
ward, as to the validity of dealings between
the parties so related. State the Position
of the parties accurately.

4. State with particularity the steps ne-
ceesary to bring on a case for re-hearing.

5. Give in detail the usual course of pro-
ceeding in mortgage cases ( 1) where there
are subsequent encumbrances, (2) where
there are none.

6. What is the present law as to the ne-
cessity of pleading eqnitable defences in ar
action at law 1 Give the effect of any recent
statute upon the subject,

7. What special statutory mode is there
for enforcing payment of money ordered to
be paid to a plaintiff in an alimony suit ?

8. An answer neither traverses nor con-
fesses and avoids the plaintitf’s bill. What
course should the plaintiff adopt? Ex-
plain,

9. A wife joins with her husband in a
mortgage upon certain real estate. Are you
aware of any reason why it seems to be now
proper to make the wife a party to a bill to
fareclose the mortgage filed during the lifs
of the husband ?

10. In what form is a partial demurrer to
a bill filed ?

Dart on Vendors and Purchasers,

1. Three parties were seized of land which
Was acquired and held for partnership pur-
poses. After the death of one partner it
becomes necessary in winding up the estate
to sell the land.” Who are the necessary
parties to the conveyance ?

2. A mortgagee having sold the mort-
gaged land under a power of sale contained
n the mortgage, has in his hands, after
Paying the mortgage debt, a certain surplus
to which there are various and conflicting
claims, What course would you advise him
to pursue ?

3. There may be contracts with reference
to land upon which actions at law may be
successfully maintained, but of which acourt
of equity will not decree specific perform-
ance. Give an example and explain the
principle.

4. Under what circumstances can evi-
dence begiven of verbal declarations made at
an auction sale which are inconsistent with
the written conditions? Is there any dis-
tinction as to such admissibility between an

action at law and a suit for specific perform-
ance ! Answer fully,

6. What is the method suggested by Mr.

Dart as the most convenient plan of perus-
ing abstracts :

6. Wil inadequacy of consideration in
any case form a ‘sufficient defence to a bill
for specific performance 1 Explain.

7. What is the distinction between wills
and conveyances inter vivos with regard to
their impeachment upon the ground of
undue influence 1

8. What are the tests for determining
whether precatory words do or do not create
a trust !

9. What is nuncupative will? What,
generally, were the provisions of the Statute

of Frauds respecting them? What is now
the law ?

10. What circumstances were formerly

and what are now (apart from cancellation)
sufficient to revoke a will ?

Professional Courtesics.
To the Editor of THE Law J OURNAL,
Str,—Does a student in doubt as to any
question of law presume too far, or deserve
to be treated with contumely, when he ap-

plies to a senior in years and experience for
advice !
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ReviEw —CORRESPONDENCE.

'I-‘he enquiry is suggested by an incident
which occurred in Osgoode Hall, at the
S_chola.rship Examination, lately. A ques-
tion arose and opinions differed. Oune of
the students at the request of the others,
appr(.)a‘ched alearned Q. C. hailing from the
Ambitious City. He stated his question
and howt it arose. His Q.C.’ship answered,
as an In?hman does, by a question, whether
his enquirer came from the country, or had
not learned better than to seek information
for nothing, and then, did not stay for an
answer. Do students deserve such treat-
ment from those to whom they look for at
least ordinary courtesy in such matters ?

Yours &e.,

A STupENT.

k,,[xet}:‘: 1;m'dly suppose that the Q.C.
o tha t,e Pperson seeking information
et ent asking a bona fide question.
e as aw}zi.reZ however, of that fact, we
o m ,f, in t;: arity suppose that he did not
o petent to answer the question and

not moral courage to say 80. There

are a f ) .
Ere L‘ev.;]Q. C.’s of that sort in Canada.

REVIEW.
—
Tae Dommiox Axnvarn Regisrer 4

Review, Montreal - Dawson Eros 13’?;
b .

This is a new publication edited
Henry A. Morgan, assisted by thebyﬁlg:
Wm. Macdougall, C.B., Alex. M. Burgess.
Dr. Rabt. Bell, John Maclean, and Joh;l
A, P}xillips. Its design is to give to the
politician, the journalist, the man of busj.
ness and the student of history, in an ac-
cessxbl.e, though necessarily in a condensed
form, information of an accurate and relia-
He character, touching the present political
and ('iomestic concerns of the Dominion
and its several provinces. The intention
is to publish a similar Register annually

T}‘ne book, which does not pretend to g'ive
any information prior to 1867, appropriately
comumences With a list of the delegates from
the various provinces which culminated in
Confederation. This is followed by a short
summary of the political events from the 1st
July,1867 to the'end of 1877. Thisis by way

of introduction,for we now come to a review

of the politici] history of the Dominion for

the year 1878 ; and we assume that a similar

yearly review will be the muin feature of -
each succeeding volume.

The general reader will be interested by
the ¢ Journal of Remarkable occurrences
for the year 1878 ;” and it may here be re-
marked that there are remarkably few
remarkable occurrences in our quiet-going
Dominion which strike one as worthy of
record, except in a local and personal sense.
There will always be in such a journal as
this, questions as to whether the gelection is
always the best that could be made; but
we venture to say that the task is one
vastly easier to criticise freely than to do
satisfactorily. We need only say that the
editor has evidently sought to note the
items which would be most interesting to
the greatest number of readers.

The volume concludes with a sketch of
the Vice-Regal reception in 1878, notes on
scientific matters for the year, a business
retrospect, public appointments, obituary,
&e.

The surprise is, not that such a book as
this is should be published, but that it was
not published years ago. Mr. Morgan who
has evidently taken up the subject with
his usual industry an1 intelligence has con-
ferred a favour on the public which doubt-
less will be fully appreciated.

svw——

CORRESPONDENOE.

Unlicensed Conveyancers.
To the Editor of THE LAW JOURNAL.

Drar Sir,—I have a difficulty which I
desire to bring before you and your readers
for a solution. I presume it is useless for
the profession to agitate forany restrictions
npon the so-called ¢ Conveyancers” that
flourish in our land. Assuming this, the
next question is whether lawyers are not
as a rule too Quixotic in their treatment of
this class. To explain my meaning more
fully, I will in a few words describe the
difficulty I have to meet with. I have been
practising law for. the last nine yearsiu a
country town. Besides myself there are
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two other professional men, and three (at !
least) 8o called *‘conveyancers.” Since
coming here I have invariably charged
three dollars for drawing an ordinary deed
or mortgage. Not an outrageous charge
you will admit. Our 8o called ‘“ conveyan-
cers” charge $1.60 for the same work
What is the consequence. The Registrar
iuforms me that any one of these ‘“con.
veyancers”’ draws in a year more conveyan-
«ces than the three of us professional men
put together. Now then, I think it is
about time a stop was put to this, How?
you will ask. My answer is, By doing the
work for the same money. But some one
replies. *‘ By doing so, you lower the dig-
nity of the profession.” And hereis where
my difficulty arises. Fornine years I have
endeavoured to uphold the dignity of the
profession at a great loss to myself, and the
consequence has been that, inatead of the
profession being more dignified, it hag suf-
fered in reputation and dignity by its mem-
bers being charged with a desire to collect
more for their work than others are willing
to do it for.
Of course we are well acquainted with
the common charge made against these
““Conveyancers " that their mistakes lead to
a great deal of litigation. I very much
doubt that the profession make more than
they lose in this way. The special convey-
ancing in the country forms but a very
slight proportion of the conveyancing done, |
Now, sir, if you think this letter will do !
any good I would like you to publish it and
if not I would like you to give me your
views on the propriety of taking the bold
step I have pointed out. By doing so you
will much oblige,
Yours, &c.,
AX OLp SUBscripsg,

[This opens up a subject of a good deal
-of practical difficulty. It is one not felt to
any appreciable degree in large cities, But |
the evil spoken of is well known in g
country places. We feel some hesitation jn
-expressing an opinion on the point. Men
in other professions, physicians for example,
have obtained from the Legislature a very |
stringent measure which practically gives a
monopoly of all business in their line to re-

gistered practitioners. We see no differ-
ence in priuciple between their position and
that of the legal fraternity. There is, how-
ever, a practical difference in this, that
there is a large liberality of thought amongst
the latter, and the reverse amongst the
former, Tt would seem that Doctors, Re-
gistrars, Sheriffs and Official Assignees,
can succeed in ““lobbying ” through the
Legislature any measure which tends to

. their own advancement. Lawyers, however,

devote their enerzies more to the interests
of their clients than to their own and they do
not seem to possess that cohesiveness which
would be necessary to ensure success, were
they to attempt similar legislation on their
own behalf. This is a matter which in our
opinion should engage the attention of the
Attorney-General for Ontario, at the com-
ing Session of the Local Legislature. There
are lawyers enough in the House to carry
some protective measure to the profession,
even were it a less evidently just thing
than in truth it is.

As to the propriety of taking the step
suggested by our correspondent, we shall
speak further hereafter. In the meantime,
we shall be glad to. hear the opinions of
some of our subscribers, to whom the sub-
ject is one of considerable interest.]

ErRaTUM. —An error crept into the letter

from a correspondent signed “ D. E. T.”

on the subject of composition and discharge
published last month, the word ‘¢ confirm-
ation ” being used instead of * considera-
tion.”

FLOTSAM AND JETSAM.

The following is a new way of answering an
old question.

At an examination for admission to the bar,
the question was asked. * What is the rule in
Shelley’s case?” One of the class answered :
‘“The rule in Shelley’s case is the same as in any
other man’s case. The lawisno respecter of per-
sens.” We trust the possessor of the well-bal-
anced mind that conceived this answer was
promptly admitted.



January, 1880.]

e

CANADA LAW JOURNAL.

[VorL. XVL

Law Society of Upper Canada,

0SGOODE HALL,

TRINITY TERM, 4380 VICTORIAE.

During this Term, the follo

were called to the Bar ;- wing gentlemen

Henry THEOPHILUS
PeTER L, PALMER,
i‘:’;ﬁiﬁ [')I;:Tg BLACKSTOCK.
A ACKSON,
J‘ AMES ALEXANDER WILLIAMSON.
GEORGE R. WEBSTER,
.DUNCAN ARTHUR McINTYRE.
THOMAS W. CroTHERS.
‘CHARLES W, MoRTIMER.
Frank Ecrrron Honerss.
JAMES MoRRIsoN GLENN.
CHARLES WESLEY COLTER.
‘GRORGE CLAXTON.
Huserr L. EBsELS.
~Axgus Joun McCoLL.
The names are given in the order in which they

‘appear on the Roll, and not in the order of
merit.

WaRing Epuis.

The following gentlemen were admitted as
Students and Clerks. '
Graduates.
JOHN YouNg (RUICKSHANK.
THOMAS ARTHUR ELLIOTT,
JOHN CampBELL FERRIE BROWN.
RioHARD Scoucanr CASSELS.
-JOHN WALTER DELANEY.
FREDERICK WiLL1am APLIN G. HAULTAIN.
CHaRLES CoursoLres McCavL.
JoHN D. CAMERON.
THoMAS P. CORCORAN.
JoHN CARRUTHERS.
James CHISHoLM.
GHENT Davis,
JosEPH ALEXANDER CULHAM.
Matriculants of Universitics.
JoBN FRANKLIN PALMER.
JaMES DUNCAN 8, C, ROBERTSON.
WiLLiaM STREET SERVOS.
Graduate.
HEeNRY JAMES CaMPBELL.

Law Sociery, TRINITY

TERM.

PRIMARY EXAMINATIONS FOR
STUDENTS-AT-LAW AND ARTICLED
CLERKS.

A Graduate in the Faculty of Arts in any
University in Her Majesty’s Dominions, em-
powered to grant such Degrees, ghall be entitled
to admission upon giving six weeks’ notice in
accordance with the existing rules, and paying
the prescribed fees, and presenting to Convoca-
tion his diploma or a proper certificate of his
having received his degree.

All other candidates for admission a8 articled
clerks or students-at-law shall give six weeks'
notice, pay the prescribed fees, and pass a satis-
factory examination in the following subjects :—

Anrticled Clerks.

Ovid, Fasti, B. I., vv. 1-300; or,

Virgil, Aneid, B. IL, vv. 1-317.

Arithmetic.

Euclid, Bb. L, IL., and IIL

English Grammar and Composition.

English History—Queen Anne to George 1IIL

Modern Geography — North America and
furope.

Elements of Book-keeping.
Students-at- Law.
CLASSICS.

Xenophon, Anabasis, B. II.
Homer, Iliad, B. VL

1879 {
Cmsar, Bellum Britannicum.
Cicero, Pro Archia.

Virgil, Eclog. 1., IV., VI, VIL, IX.

Ovid, Fasti, B. 1., vv. 1-300.

1879

Xenophon, Anabasis. B. IL
Homer, Iliad, B. IV.

1880{
Cicero, in Catilinam, IL., IIL, and IV.
1880{ .

Vicgil, Eclog., L, 1V., VL, VIL, IX
Ovid, Fasti, B. 1., vv. 1-300.

Xenophon, Anabasis, B. V.
Homer, Iliad, B. IV.

Cicero, in Catilinam, II., 11L., and IV.
1881< Ovid, Fasti, B. L., vv. 1-300.
Virgil, Zneid, B. L., vv. 1-30%.
Traunslation from English into Latin Prose.
Paper on Latin Grammar, on which specia

1881

1 stress will be laid.

MATHEMATICSB.

Arithmetic ; Algebra, to the end of Quadratic
Equations ; Euclid, Bb. 1., IL., IIL
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ENGLISH.

A paper on English Grammar.

Composition.

Critical analysis of a selected poem :—
1879.—Paradise Lost, Bb. I. and II.
1830.—Elegy in a Country Churchyard and

The Traveller.
1881.--Lady of the Lake, with special refer-
ence to Cantos V. and VI,

HISTORY AND GEOGRAPHY. )
English History from William ITI. to George
IIL, inclusive. Roman History, from the com-
mencement of the Second Punic War to the death
of Augustus. Greek Ilistory, from the Persian
to the Peloponnesian Wars, both inclusive,
Ancient Geography : Greece, Italy, and Asia
Minor. Modern Geography: North An}erica
and Europe.

Optional Subjects instead of Greek,

TRENCH.

A Paper on Grammar.
Translation from English into French Proge—
1878

and

}Souvcstre, Un philosophe sous les toits,
1830

1879
and }Emile de Bonnechose, Lazare Hoche,
1881

or GERMAN.
A Paper on Grammar,

Muasaeus, Stumme Liebe,
1878

and }Schiller, Die Biirgschaft, der Taucher.
1880
er Gang nach dem Eisen.
Lammer,

1879 D
and »>Schiller
1881 Die Kraniche des Ibycus,

A student of any University in this Province
who shall present a certificate of having passed,
within four years of his application, an exami.
nation in the subjects above prescribed, shall be
entitled to admission as a student-at-law or
articled clerk (as the case may be), upon giving
the prescribed notice and paying the prescribed

fee.
—

INTERMEDIATE EXAMIN ATIONS.

The Subjects and Books for the First Inter-
mediate Examination, to be Passed in the third
year before the Final Examination, shall be ;—
Real Property, Williams; Equity, Smith' Man-
ual; Common Law, Smith’s Manual; Act re-
specting the Court of Chancery (C.S.U.C. c. 12),
C.8. U. C. caps. 42 and 44, and Amending A cts,

The Subjects and Books for the Second Inter.
mediate Examination to be passed in the second
year before the Final Examination, shall be a8
follows :—Real Property, Leith’s Blackstone,
Greenwood” on the Practice of Conveyancing

(chapters on Agreements,
Leases, Mortgages,
Treatise; Common

Sales, Purchases,
and Wills); Equity, Snell’s
Law, Broom’s Common Law,
C.8.U.C e 88, and Ontario Act 38 Vig, c. 16,
Statutes of Canada, 29 Vic, c. 28, Administra-
tion of Justice Acts 1873 and 1874.

——

FINAL EXAMINATIONS.
For CaLw,

Blackstone, Vol, L, containing the Introduc-
tion and the Rights of Persons, Smith on Con-
tracts, Walkem on Wills, Taylor’s Equity Juris-
prudence, Stephen on Pleading, Lewis’s Equity
Pleading, Dart on Vendors and Purchasers,
Best on Evidenée, Byles on Bills, the Statute
Law, the Pleadings and Practice of the Courts.

For CaLw, witn HoxNouss.

For Call, with Honours, in addition to the
preceding :—Russell oy Crimes, Broom’s Legal
Maxims, Lindley on Partnership, Fisher on Mort-
gages, Benjamin on Sales, Hawkins on Wills,
Von Savigny’s Private International Law (Guth-
rie's Edition), Maine’s Ancient Law,

For Cerrtiricarte or Firness,

Leith’s Blackstone, Taylor on Titles, Smith’s
Mercantile Law, Taylor’s Equity Jurisprudence,
Smith on Contracts, the Statute Law, the Plead-
ings and Practice of the Courts,

Candidates for the Fina] Examinations are
subject to re-examination on the subjects of the
* Intermediate Examinationg. All other requisites

for obtaining Certificates of Fitness and for Call
are continued.

——

SCHOLARSHIPS.

Ist Year. — Stephen’s Blackstone, Vol, I.,
Stephen on Pleading, Williams on Personal
Property, Hayne’s Outline of Equity, C. 8. U. C.
c.12,C.8. U.C. c. 42, and Amending Acts.

?nd Year. -Williams on Real Property, Best
on Evidence, Smith on Contracts, Snell’s Treatise
on Equity, the Registry Acts,

3rd:Year.—Real Property Statutes relating to
Ontario, Stephen’s Blackstone, Book V., Byles
an Bills, Broom’s Legal Maxims, Taylor's Equity
Jurisprudence, Fisher on Mortgages, Vol.I. and
chaps. 10, 11, and 12 of Vol, 1I.

4th Year. --Smith’s Real and Personal Property,
Harris’s Criminal Law, Common Law Pleading
and Practice, Benjainin on Sales, Dart on Ven-
dors and Purchasers, Lewis's Equity Pleadings.
Equity Pleading and Practice in this Province,

The Law Society Matriculation Examinations
for the adwmission of students-at-law in the Junior
Class and articled clerks willbe hel
! and November of each year only.

d in January



