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THr Law School was formally opcned on the 7thinst.  Hon, Edward Blake,
the Treasurer of the Law Society, presided, and addressed the assembled students,
and the learned Principal delivered an address, in the course of which he sketched
the history of law schools and their relations to the legal profession in Englund
and the United States, and discussed the curriculum now in force. Several other
aistinguished legal gentlemen joined in congratnlating the Law Society and the
ccudents on the successful establishment of the School.  During the present
session the first and second years will tuke tue same lectures, but will be examined
on different pupers at the end of the term.  Seven scholarships are to be given
to each of these years on this examination. There are now about one hundred
and twenty students in attendance,

LEGAL STATISTICS FOR 1888,

The Annual Report of Mr. Winches.er, the Inspector of Public Offices, serves
as a sort of barometer of the state of business in the profession; and it may
therefore be useful as well as interesting to take a glance at soine of the statistics
he has gathered and which he presents in his report to the Government for 1888,
which we have now before us.

We learn from the schedules to this report that during 1888, 4,954 v its of
summons issned from the QQ.B. and C.P. Divisions of the High Court, and
2,552 from the Chancery Division, or an aggregate of 7,506 writs. The amounts
indorsed on these writs in the Q.B. and C.P. Divisions aggregated $7,019,635.47;
and the aggregate in the Chancery Division was $3,888,974.12, or very nearly
eleven million dollars altogether. Notwithstanding all cfforts to decentralize
business, it scems nevertheless to cling steadily to Toronto, where 2,428 of the
writs issued. London, as usual, comes next to Toronto with 541, and Cornwall
next with 29y, There ‘s one feature about this return we do not understand.
The writs are supposed to issue alternately from the three Divisions, and yet in
Ottawa the total number of writs in the Q.. and C.P. Divisions together was
ro3, while the writs in the Chancery Division numbered 106; it would seem
there that the clerk who issues the writs has been proceeding on the wrong prin-
ciple of treating the Q.B. and C.P. Divisions ds together constituting one
Division,
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But though 7,306 actions appeur to have been cmmnem,,vd only 3,024 Judgments
appeat tu hme been entered, and of these 2,427 were entered without trial, i.c., the
judgments were obtained by default or on motions for judgment, and only 597
after trinl.  In the County Courts 4,347 writs appear to have issued, of whick
nearly one-fourth were'issued in Toronto,  The total amount chumed was $goy,-

_ 42061, The total number -of judgments entered in the L.ountj, Courts was .

2 4 0f these 2,066 were entered without trial, and the remaining 228 after trial,
By the former 8476,712.28 damages and $30,362.43 costs were recovered, and by
the latter $28.8c0.08 damages aml $21,770.64 costs.  We are unable to present
similar statements of the amounts recovered in the High Court, as no returns
are made to the Inspector from the Toronto offices,

During the vear 1888 15,486 chattel mortgages were registered securing
$7,255:410.51.

On turning to the record of business done in the Surrogate Offices we find
that the total amnount of personal property devolving during the vear 1888 was
no less & sum than 812,180.202.22, but we were somewhat surprised to find that
the value of the realty devolving during the same period was only $3.015,053.48,
The total number of probates granted was 2,230, and of letters of administra-
tior, 1,272, Dividing the aggregate values of the estates devolved between the
numbers of estates to which probate or administration were granted would give
an average value to each nf 84,331,

We cannot readily make a comparison between the statistics of 1888 and the
vear 1887, because in that vear the totals were not added up in the schedule,
Comparing them with 1886 the business appears to have steadily increascd. The
total number of writs of summons issued ia the latter vear from the High
Court being 6,090, the amount for which they were indorsed bemg 88,787,407,
against 7,500 indorsed for neatly $11,000,000,  Further comparisons might be
instituted, but it may suffice to' say that all along the line the volume of business
will be found to show a ste: wdy increase.

COMMENTS ON CURRENT ENGLISH DECISIONS.

We continue the Law Reports for August comprised in 23 Q.13.D., pp. 133-
26 14 P.D,, pp. 85-130; 41 Chy.D., pp.437-577, and 14 App. Case, pp. 1v5-336.

) @.
TRUBTBR=- IDRPRECIATED SECURITIES—APPLICATION BY TRUSTEE FOR ADVICE-=(OSTS.

Int ve Medland Eland v. Medland, 41 Chy.D. 476, was a summary application
to North, J., by trustees for advice as to their duty regarding certain mortgage
securities belonging to the trust estate, which had fallen in value so that the
mortgage debt had come to exceed two-thirds of the value of the mortgaged
property. Some only of the beneficiaries were parties to the application. North,
Ju was of opinion that it was not the absolute duty of the trustees at once to
call in the mortgage debt, but iliut they have a discretion which they must exer-
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cise as pmr.tu;ul men having regard to the.circumstances of the case, such as the
position and solvency of the mortgagor, and an inquiry was directed as to what
should be done, North, )., was of opinion that he had no jurisdiction to award
costs out of the trust estate, as all the bencficiaries were not parties to the appli-
cation, On appeal, however, the Court of Appeal (Lord Esher, M.R., Cotton,
and Fry, L.J]J.) held that the learned judge had jurisdiction to order payment of

“costs out of the estate nid might direct any of the beéneficidries not before the

Court to be notified as he should see fit, and the order of North, J., was there-
fore varied by reserving the costs until after the inquiry directed had been
concluded.

WILL-—=CONSTRUCTION = SURVIVING "' =={H1FT TO TENAN1TS FOR LIFE AND THEIR CHILDREX--GIFT OVRR
TO SURVIVING TENANTS FOR LIFE AND THEIR CHILDREN.

In re Bowman, Whitehead v. Boulton, 41 Chy.D., 525, Kay,]., was called upon
tor place a construction on the will of testatrix which bequeathed £8,000 toa trus-
tee upon trust to invest and pay ‘he income equally amongst the testatrix’s four
nicces during their respective lives: and after the decease of any of them to
pay the principal of her share to her children as she should appoint, and in
default of appointment, to them equally ; the shares of sons to be vested at 21
and of daughters at 21 or marriage, with benefit of survivorship among
them us to the original and accruing shares of any who should dic before attain-
ing a vested interest, and in case of any of her nieces dying without having had
any children who should have attained a vested interest, she gave the share of
such nicce and the interest thereof upon trust, ““ to pay and dispose thereof to or
among her (the niece's) surviving sisters ard their respective children in the same
manuer as 1 have hereinbefore directed respecting their original shares,” and she
gave her residuary personal estate to her nephew. The four nieces survived the
testatrix.  One of them died, leaving children, and two others subsequently died
without issue. The question was, whether the children of the niece who first
died were entitled to p'uticipdte in the shares of the nieces who subsequently
ied ?  Kay, ., answered this in the affirmative, holding that the scheme of the
will indicated that it was the intention of the will to make a disposition per
stirpes. .

WaASTE, PERMISSIVE--'TERANT FOR LIFE AND REMAINDERMAN-- RIGIHTS AND LIABILITIES OF.

It is somewhat curious to find at this late date that In e Cartwright, dvis v.
Newinan, 41 Chy.D. 532, an attempt should be made for the first time to make
the estate . a lezal tenant for life, upon whom no duty to repair was imposed,
liable for permissive waste at the suit of the remainderman, Kay, J., held that
the claim being entirely without precedent must be disallowed.

PrasTick ~MORTGAGOR AND MORTGAGRE-—-COBTS—INTRREST OK COSTS WHEN ALLOWED.

In Eardley v. Knight, 41 Chy.D. 537, a point of practice was determined as
vegards mortgage actions, by Kay, J.  An action brought by a mortgagor
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against the mortgagee to set aside the mortgage, was dismissed, and judgment
given in favour of defendant for foreclosure with costs, and upon appeal the judg-
ment was affirmed and the defendant was given leave to add the costs of appeal
to his security. In bringing in the mortgagee’s accounts, the question arose as _
to whether the defendant was entitled to interest on the costs ordered to be paid
te him, and from what date. Kay, J., determined that he was only entitled to
interest on the costs which had been ordered to be added to his security, viz.,
the costs of the appeal, and on those costs only from the date of the certificate
of taxation, and not from the date of the judgment.

PRACTICE—SERVICE OUT OF 1ukrsmcn(m—lmUNchoN—SEQvEsTRATmN—ORD. XL, R. I, 8.5, F, K. 2,
(ONT. RULE, 271). ) . :
In ve Burland, Burland v. Broxburn Oil Co., 41 Chy.D. 542, which was an :
action to restrain the infringement of the plaintiffs’ registered trade mark against
the defendants, being a company having their registered office at Glasgow with
branches at London, Manchester, and Hull, Chitty, J., gave leave to serve the
writ out of the jurisdiction, because an injunction could be enforced by seques-
tration of the defendant company’s property in England.

“’ILL—CONSTRUCTION—TRUST FOR BENEFIT OF SPECIFIED ANIMALS.

In re Dean, Cooper-Dean v. Stevens, 41 Chy.D. 552, is an instance of the eccen-
tricities sometimes indulged in by testators. In thig case the testator had
bequeathed certain dogs and horses to trustees, and directed that an annual sum
of £750 which he charged on his real estate should be applied for their mainten-
ance for the period of fifty years if any of them should so long live, and any
part of the £750 remaining unapplied was to be dealt with by the trustees at
their sole discretion. It was contended that a trust for the maintenance of
animals was invalid because there was no one to enforce it, and that the trustees
were entitled to the £750 per annum for their own benefit ; but North, J., held
that the trust was valid and that the trustees were not entitled beneficially to the
fund or even to the surplus not required for the maintenance of the animals, but
whether the devisee or heir was entitled to the surplus he declined to determine
in the absence of the latter.

PRACTICE-~AMENDMENT AT TRIAL. |

Edevain v. Cohen, 41 Chy.D. 563, was an action to recover furniture wrong-
fully removed, and for damages. Judgment had been obtained by the plaintiffs
for the wrong now complained of, against other persons in another action. There
was some evidence of acts done since the writ in the formef action which might
raise a fresh cause of action. After the conclusion of the evidence of the plain-
tiff and one defendant, the defendants applied to amend by pleading that the
cause of action had merged in the judgment; but North, J., refused to permit
the ameadment, because if he did the plaintiff should be allowed to new assign,
and adduce new evidence. . '
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PowER—MARRIED WOMAN—DIRECTION TO EXECUTORS TO PAY DEBTS—APPOINTMENT TO EXECUTORé—
CHARGE OF DEBTS ON PROPERTY APPOINTED.

In re DeBurgh Lawson, DeBurgh Lawson v. DeBurgh Lawson, 41 Chy.D. 568,a
married woman who died in 1880, having a power of appointment in a colliery
property, by her will directed her executrixes to pay her debts, and by virtue of
the power appointed the colliery property to her executrixes upon certain trusts
for the benefit of her children equally for life, and after the death of the survivor
for the benefit of her grand-children equally. The testatrix was indebted at the
time of her death, and the question arose whether these debts were charged on
the colliery property. Stirling, J., on the authority of Tanqueray-Willaume and
London, 20 Chy.D. 465, held that they were so charged.

MORTGAGEE—SALE—INCORRECT PARTICULARS—MISTAKE—COMPENSATION— PUISNE INCUMBRANCER.

The only remaining case to be noted in the Chancery Division is Tomlin v.
Luce, 41 Chy.D. 573, in which Kekewich, J., appears to us to have arrived at a
not very equitable conclusion. Mortgagees, acting under a power of sale, offered
the mortgaged property for sale; by a mistake on their part in the particulars
the roads on the property were stated to be kerbed. The vendors declined to
complete without compensation, and the sale was completed, compensation being
allowed, which it wns admitted was reasonable. The present action was brought
by second mortgag..s for an account against the first mortgagees, and it was held
that in the taking ‘of the account the latter were chargeable with the sum
allowed as compensation. Compensation for misdescription is allowed to a pur-
chaser, as we understand it, on the principle that by reason of the misdescription

- the purchaser has been induced to give 2 larger price than he would have done
had there been no misdescription ; and the compensation is fixed at such sum as
will fairly reduce the price to the figure that would have been given had there
been no misdescription. If this is a correct view, we fail to see that there is any
equity in giving a second mortgagee the benefit of that part of the price, which
the mortgagee has been required to refund, by reason of the misdescription of
the property.

We Proceed now to the Appeal Cases for August : —

SHIP—CHARTER-PARTY— VM ARGINAL NOTE—GUARANTEE AS TO SHIP'S CAPACITY—REPRESENTATION AS
TO CARGO.

Mackill v. Wright, 14 Appeal Case, 106, is the first calling for at-
tention. In this case the question was, whether or not a charter-party
guaranteeing the capacity of the vessel, could be qualified in its con-
struction by a marginal note, made by consent of the parties, .as to the
size of the machinery intended to be carried as part of the cargo. By the
charter-party in question, the vessel was to proceed to Glasgow and load all
such goods, etc., as the charterers should tender, not exceeding what she could
reasonably carry. It was provided that the freight should be a lump sum of
£2,200, and the owners guaranteed that the vessel should carry not less than 2,000
tons dead weight, and should the vessel not carry the guaranteed dead weight
there was to be a proportionate deduction from the freight. The cargo intended
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to be carried was a general cargo, -consisting in part of machinery, and a note
was, by consent of the parties, made on the margin of the charter-party, specify-
ing the “ largest pieces” of machinery intended to be included in the cargo
with their number, weight, and measurement. The charterers tendered a cargo
not exceeding in the aggregate 2,000 tons dead weight, but the large pieces of
machinery exceeded the number specified in the margin so that the whole cargo
could not be carried. The vessel sailed with only 1,691 tons. The plaintiffs
(the charterers) claimed an abatement of freight. It wasadmitted that the vessel
was of the carrying capacity guaranteed, and it was admitted that 2,000 tons
dead weight of the cargo tendered could not be carried on the vessel unless the
coal which formed part of the cargo had been packed with the machinery, which
was.not done. The House of Lords was of opinion that the marginal note
amounted to a representation on the part of the charterers, and the fact of the
vessel having carried less than the guaranteed weight because the charterers ten-
dered pieces of machinery in excess of their representation, did not entitle the
charterers to any reduction of freight, and the decision of the Court of Session
on this point was reversed. . But their Lordships affirmed the Court of Session in
holding that the stowage of the coal among the machinery without the consent
of the shippers would not have been proper, and that it was the duty of the
appellants to obtain the consent of the shippers.

EXPROPRIATIUN OF LAND FOR PUBL1C PURPOSE—COMPENSATION FOR ‘' INJURIOUSLY AFFECTING ' OTHER
LANDS, :

The case of Essex v. Local Board of Acton, 14 App.Cas. 153, which we noted
ante vol. 22, p. 338, as Queen v. Essex, 17 Q.B.D. 447, when before the Court of
Appeal, has at last reached the end of jts tether in the House of Lords, and their
Lordships have reversed the judgment of the Court of Appeal and restored that
of Mathew and Day, JJ. The case involves two very important principles as
regards the right to recover damages for the expropriation of lands for public
purposes. In the first place their Lordships hold that the fact that a parcel of
land is severed by the intersection of a railway does not destroy the unity of the
parcel for the purpose of the owner claiming compensation in respect of it.
Thus in the present case the lands claimed to be “injuriously affected " were
separated from the lands expropriated, in part by other lands of the plaintiff, and
in part by a railway ; nevertheless the plaintiff was held entitled to damages for
the lands injuriously affected ; and in the next place, in estimating the damages,
their Lordships held that the plaintiff was entitled, not.only the damages accru-
ing from the construction of the public works for which the land was expropriated,
but also the injury which would result from the carrying on the works when
constructed. The works in the present case were sewage works, and the com-
pensation was allowed on the basis of the deterioration of valye likely to resylt
to the surrounding property from the existence of such works in the neighbour-
hood, even though no nuisance might be caused. There is one passage in the
judgmeg} of Halsbury, L.C., which is worth extracting. He says: “ The good
sense of mankind recognizes the fact that occasional negligence is one of the -
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ordinary incidents of human life, and the commen law, which embodies the com-
mon sense of the nation, proceeds upon common sense assumptions. I do not
thiuk it is any- answer to tell people who complain of the establishment of sewage
works in their neighbourhood that if, and when, the sewage works become a nuis.
ance, in the real and proper sense of that word, such works can be restrained by
injnnction,  Land is certainly mare marketable when it is free from works of

: that character than when such works are established, although the neighbours
may have the ordinary rights of citizens to engage in litigation against such
k works when they become a nuisance.”

NEGLIGENCE --CONTRAUT BY SERVANT TO DO DANGEROUS WORR ON THIRD PERSOX'S PREMISES-—CON-
TRACTOR— MAXIM " VOLENTE NON ¥FIT INJURIA,"

The case of Membery v, Greal Weslern Railway Co., 14 App.Cas. 179, was an
action brought by the plaintiff to recover damages for injuries sustained by him
under the following cireumstances: The defendant company had agreed with the
master of the plaintiff that the latter should shunt the defendants’ trucks upon
their line, and should supply hotses and men for that purpose, the defendants to
provide boyvs to assist in the shunting when they had boys, and when they had
not the shunting was to be done withont bovs.  For several vears the plaintiff
as a servant of the contractor shunted trucks on the defendants' track, sumetimes
with, and sometimes without, bevs. The operation of shunting was, as the defend-
ant knew, dangerous to any man performing it without assistance.  The plaintiff
onone occasion asked the defencant’s foreman for a boy, but as the company could
not provide one, proceeded to shunt trucks, and without any negligence on his
part was injured by a truck runiing over him. At the trial a too sympathetic
jury gave the plaintiff a verdict for £50.  The Divisional Court (Mathew and A..
L. Smith, J].,) refused to set aside the verdict, because they were of opinion that
there was evidence of negligenc: on the defendants’ part, and that under Thomas
v. Quartermaine, 18 Q.B.D. 685, and Yarmouth v. France, 19 Q.B.D. 647, it was a
question for the jury whether the plaintiff was volens within the meaning of the
maxim wvolenti non fit injuria, and that there was evidence that the plaintiff did
not act voluntarily., But on appeal to the Court of Appeal the verdict was set
aside, and the action dismissed, on the ground that even if there was evidence of
negligence on the part of the defendants,the plaintiff had acted voluntarily and with
full knowledge of the danger he ran. This decision the House of Lords now
snstains, both on the ground last mentioned, and also on the ground that there
was no evidence of any negligence or breach of duty on the part of the defend-
ants towards the plaintiff, and therefore he had no cause of action.  On the much
discussed question of the applicability of the maxim volents non fit tnjuria, Lord
Bramuwell offers some pithy observations, hoiding in effect that whenever a man
is not physicallv constrained, and he can at his option do a thing or not, and he
does it, the maxim applies, and evidently regards the two cases above mentioned as
: establishing a “ novel doctrine.”  T.ord Herschell, however, 1s careful not to cotn-
' mit hims »If to any opinion as to tne correctness of those decisions. The unsub-
stantinl character of the plaintiff's cuse is thus neatly put by Lord Halshury:
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“ The matter comes, therefore, to this, that the liability which is sought to be
cast upon the company is that they have contracted with a man to shunt their
trucks, that he has employed in his turn a servant of his to shunt the trucks,
and that because it is said that it cannot be done without other assistance tie
railway company, forsooth, are under some particular contract to supply that
which is necessa.yv to be supplied in order that the thing may be done safely.
My-Lords, it seems to me to redice the whole gunestion to something too ludi-
crous to give verbal expression to.”

LiRNL—DPRIVILEGE-~REPORT OF PROCERDINGS 1IN COURT OF JUSTICE--PUBLICATION OF JUDGMENT
ALONE-~EVIDENCE,

Macdougall v. Knight, 14 App.Cas. 194, is an appeal from the decision of the
Court of Appeal 17 Q.B.D. 36, noted ante vol. 22, p. 395. The action was for
libel in publishing a judgment of North, J., which contained reflections on the
plaiutiff, and which reflections the Court of Appeal, on the case being subse-
quently brought before it, thought were not justified by the evidence.
The jury found that thc pamphlet was a fair, accurate, and honest report
of the judgment of North, J., and that it was published by the defendants
bona fide, and with the honest intention of making known the facts of
the case in order to protect their reputation and in reasonable self-defence ; and
that the publication was uot malicious, which were the only issues raised on the
pleadings. The plaintiff made no application to enter judgment for himself,
notwithstanding the finding of the jury; but the plaintiff applied to the Divisional
Court for a new trial, merely on the ground of misdirection, in the judge at the
trial telling the jury that the occasion was privileged, and in telling them that if
the pamphlet was a fair and honest report of the judgment its publication was
privileged : and in not telling them that to be privileged it must be a fair and
accurate report of all the proceedings ar the trial; and also on the ground that
the judge at the trial ruled that the plaintiff was not entitled on the pleadings to
object that the paragraph of the defence which justified the publication,and upon
which the plaintiff had taken issue, was bad in law; and also on the ground
that the judge at the trial refused to allow the plaintiff to amend his repoly by
alloging that this paragraph of the defence was bad inlaw. The only point, how-
ever, argued before the Divisional Court and the Court of Appeal was whether
the publication, being a scparate and independent part of the proceedings, pub-
lished alone and without disclosing all that took place at the trial, was privileged.
Their Lordships were of opinion that the plaintiffs not having at the trial required
the judge to put other questions than he did, te the jury, was too late in object-
ing on the score of non-direction cither in the Divisional Court or the Appellate
Court: and that not having by his pleading taken any objections to the legal
validity of the defence set up, on the ground that the publication of the judg-
ment alone without the evidence wus not privileged, he was precluded from
relying on that objection in appeal. Their Lordships were, however, of opinion
that the publication of the reasons of judgment alone without the evidence or

Pé.’:gother proceedings, might, in some cases, be libellous, if propetly attacked ; and
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that there is no presumption that a judgment contains a fair and full statement
of all the matters upon which the judge is adjudicating ; but that that is a ques-
tion to be proved by evidence.

CaNalL COMPANY—=MINES UNDER, OR NEAR, CANAL—COMPENSATICN FOR XOT WORKING MINES~~RIGHT
OF ACTION FOR INJURY ‘I CANAL.

“Knowles v, Lancashive & Yorkshive Railway Co., 14 App.Cas: 248, we noted -
ante vol. 24, p. 171, when before the Court of Appeal as Lancashire & Yorkshire
. Railway Co. v. Knowles, 20 ().B.D. 391. The House of Lords affirm the decision
of the Court of Appeal. It may be remembered that by an Act empowering a
company to make a canal, it was provided that nothing in the Act should affect
the right of any owners of lands to the mines and minerale under the lands to be
made use of for the canal, and that it should be lawful for the owners to work
the mines, not thereby injuring the canal. By another section it was provided
that the canal company might treat and agree with the owners for any minerals
necessary to be left for the security of the canal, and if they could not agree
» compensation was to be fixed by cectain commissioners, Certain owners of
1 minerals having notified the canal company that they intended to work the
' minerals under the canal the company refused to treat or pay any compensation
therefor, and the owners then went on and worked the minerals, and thereby
injured the canal; and the question was whether they were liable for such injury,
and it was held that they were, and that they should have proceeded under the
Act to obtain compensation.

4 MORTGAG 21, AND MORTGAGEE~TENDER—DETINUE—REMEDIES OF MORTGAGOR ON REFUSAL OF TENDER,

Bank of New South Wales v. O'Connor, 14 App.Cas. 273, disposes of a ques-
tion on the law of mortgage of general interest. The plaintiff was a mortgagor,
and having, as he claimed, made a legal tender of the mortgage debt to the
mortgagee which was refused, brought the present action of detinue to recover
his title deeds. The Judicial Committee of the Privy Council reversed the
Supreme Court of New South Wales, and held that the action would not lie and
that the plaintiff’s only remedy was a suit for redemption, a tender improperly
rejected not being equivalent to payment.

CROWN GRANTS OF LAND-—RESERVATION IN PATENT OF RIGHT TO RESUME PART UF LAKND GRARTED,

Cooper v. Stuart, 14 App.Cas. 286, though a decision under the law of New
South Wales seems nevertheless to involve a question of interest in this Province,
The question involved in the case wus as to the validity of a reservation con-
tained in a Crown grant of a right to the Crown to resume any quantity of the
land granted, not exceeding ten acres, as may be required for public purposes.
Similar reservations may be found, we believe, in many old patents issued in this:
province. It was contended that the reservation was repugnant to the grant,
and therefore void; but the ‘Judicial Committee held that it was not, but that
when the resumption took effect it operated as a defeasance. Their Lordships
alsv held that whether or not the Crown in England would be affected by the
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rule against perpetuities, such rule was, nevertheless, inapplicable in 1823 to
Crown grants of land in New South Wales, or to reservations or defeasances in

~ such grants to take effect on some contingency more or less remote, and only
when necessary for the public good.

TBNIAACT, 1867, 4. Tog—RIGITS OF PROVINGE TO PRECIOUS MITALS AFTER CONVEYANCE OF “LANGs -~ -
BY PROVINGE TO DOMINION.

The constitutiona! question involved in The Atforney General for British
Columbia v. The Attorney General for Canada, 14 App.Cas, 2935, was whethoer
after the conveyance of public lands within the railway belt in British Columbia
to the Dominion of Canada for the purposes of the construction of the Canadian
Pucitic Raily ay, the Province or the Dominion was entitled to the precious
metals under such lands. The Supreme Court decided the question in favour
of the Dominion, but the Judicial Committee eversed the judgment, and held
the Province remained entitled to the precious metals notwithstanding the con-
veyarnce to the Dominion, on the ground that mines of gold and silver belong to
the Crown by virtuc of its prerogative, and that this prerogative right remained
in the Province, not having been expressly granted by the convevance of the
lands to the Dominion,

. GRaNT OF ADMINISTRATION VESTS TITLE AS FROM DEATH-—IUGHTS AND LIABILITIES OF HUSBAND as
WIFE'S ADMINISTRATOR.

Harding v. Howell, 14 App.Cas. 307, is a case which, though decided under
the law of Victoria. is of some practical interest in this Province, as to the effect
of our Devolution of Estates Act. The facts of the case were simple. A wife
died, entitled to lands under certain voluntary conveyances from her husband.
Her husband after death purported to convey these lands to a purchaser for
value. Subsequently the husband took out administation to his wife's estate.
It was held by the Judicial Committee that the effect of the letters of adminis-
tration was to vest the wife's estate in the lands in question in the administrator
as from the date of her death as trustee to realize and distribute them according
to law as assets of her estate, and that if the conveyance by the husband was -
bona fide for value, the husband was guilty of « breach of trust: and if not bona
fide it was inoperative; and in either view the husband was chargeable with the
value of the lands.

PRACTICE—AMENDMENT OF RULE NISI—DISCRETION OF COURT.

The short point of practice disposed of by the Judicial Committee in Awustra-
lian Navigation Co. v. Smith, 14 App.Cas. 318, was simply this: Both parties at
the trial treated an issue as one which sheculd be decided by the judge and not

% the jury, and the appellants afterwards moved for a new trial on the ground that
~ the judge had decided wrongly. On this application he applied for leave to
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amend his motion by setting up that the judge should have left such issue to the
jury; and their Lordships were of opinion that the Court below had exercised
a sound discretion in refusing the amendment,

ADMISSION TO I‘R‘-\C'E‘ICEV AN AGENT IN THE PRIVY COUNCHL,

Inre Twidale, 14 App.Cas. 328, the Judicial Committee refused to admit a —
_ gentleman, who was a pleader in the High. Court of Calcutta, to be registered us
¥ an agent to practice in the Privy Council, on the ground that the Rules of joth
t of March, 1870, enly authorized the Committee to admit persons who had been
admitted as solicitors in India or the colonies, and the applicant had not been
admitted as a solicitor,

BXUROPRIATION OF LANDS—=[RIGHT 0F HXPROPRIATOR TQ CALL EOR A TRANSFER,

i The Colonial Scerctary of Natal v. Belwens, 14 App.Cas. 3471, is anthority for
the proposition that when a statute authorizes the expropriation of land or a
patent reserves right to the Crown to resume part of the land granted, but is
silent as to the making of any transfer, the expropriator is not entitled to call
upon the owner of the lands expropriated or resumed to exccute a transfer there-
of, and a provision in an Act requiring an owner to transfer upon payment of
compensation does not apply to cases where land is autborized to be taken under
a4 reservation in a patent, or under a statute, without any compensation,

© Roviews and Notiees of Books,

Federal Coverment tn Canada. By Dr. J. G, BotriNoT.

The interesting and exceedingly 1ustructive series of lectures delivered in
June last, before Trinity University, Toronto, is now republished in full in the
Historical and Political Science Series of the Johns Hopkins University, of
Baltimore. The demands on our space prevent us from reviewing these lectures
in this issue, bat we purpose referring them in our next number.
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BaxkinGg Law.—The tendency to specializaiion in legal practice is marked,
and as the cominunity increases in wealth, and the intricacy of the relationships
brought about by advancing civilization is muitiplied, this tendency must e

- strengthened. Its effect on legal journalism has -hitherto not been marked,

Among the recent candidates for professional recognition and subscriptions is
one which gives its attention to our department. Its name indicdtes its chosen
field.  The Banking Law Fournal is’ published semi-monthly at New York.
Thomas B. Paton is the editor and proprietor. This magazine has now reached
its ninth number, and promises to be a valuable addition to the already some-
what long list of legal periovicals, It is carcfully edited, and its a.ticles are of
much interest.  We cordially welcome it as an exchange.

A JUrY AT A PRAVER MEETING.—A somewhat peculiar set of circumstances
led to an application for & new trial in Shaw v. Slafe, which was granted, The
case was noted in the dlbany Law Fournal u short time ugo.  The facts are given
in the following extract from the judgment of the Supreme Court of Georgia,
before whici the motion for a new trial was argued: These affidavits show, in
substance, that pending the trial and after the argument to the Jury had begun,
night came on, and the court took a recess until (he Jollowing morning, and
instructed the bailiff who had charge of the jury, and the jury themselves, not to
allow any one to speak to themn, or to speak in their pressnce about the cause,
nor to discuss it among themselves until the argument in the case was con-
cluded; that during that night the Lailiff took the jury frotn the jury-room (where
he was ordered to keep them) to a church where a prayec-meeting was being
held, conducted by the pastor, who was the active prosecutor in the case; that
upon their arrival at the church, the prosccutor, Mr. Hooten, politely assigned
the jury to seats in the church, separate and apart from the congregation, and
that he addressed the jury. The affidavits further show that upon the termina-
tion of the exercises the jury left the church and mixed with the crowd, some of
the congregation going out before and some after the jury. The State introduced
a nnmber of afidavits to show that while the jury attended the meeting at the
church, they were given scats wholly apart from the congregation, and that no
reference was at any time made to *‘any law case whatever;™ that they left the
church in a body in charge of the bailiff, without mixing with the crowd, and
without any person having any opportunity to have a conversation with them,
either while they were at the church or when they were leaving it; and that the
prayer to which reference is made on the seventh ground of the motion made no
further reference to the court and jury in said case than to ask * that the bless-
ings of God might rest upon our government, with its officers, and that God
would bless the officers of the court then in session, that they might be guided

; _@rig’ht in the discharge of their duties,” The bailiff, who was in charge of the
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jury, made an affidavit that during the trial no one spoke of the case in the
presence of the jury, and that nothing was said about the prisoner in their
presence ; that he was careful to guard them, and not thinking that it was im-
proper, had gone with them to the prayer-meeting; that on their way to and
from-church they did not separate, nor was anything said to them, or any of
them, or in their presence, about the case; and that at the church they were
seated apart from the congregation, and that the usual services were held, and
nothing was said about the case. The jurors also made affidavits, in which they
say that they attended the prayer-meeting in a body and did not disperse or
separate; that they were provided with seats together, apart from the rest of the
congregation; that the services were such as are usual at prayer-meetings, and
that nothing was said by any one in reference to the case. The conviction was
reversed and a new trial was granted.

DreaMs BEFORE THE LAw COURTS.— In the year 1695 a Mr. Stockden
was robbed and murdered in his own house, in the parish of Cripplegate. - There
was reason to believe that his assailants were four in number. Suspicion fell on
a man named Maynard, but he succeeded at first in clearing himself. Soon
afterwards a Mrs. Greenwood voluntarily came forward and declared that the
murdered man had visited her in a dream, and had shown her a house in Thames
Street, saying that one of the murderers lived there. In a second dream he dis-
played to her a portrait of Maynard, calling her attention to a mole on the side
of his face (she had never seen the man), and instructing her concerning an
acquaintance who would be, he said, willing to betray him. Following up this
information, Maynard was committed to prison, where he confessed his crime
and impeached three accomplices. It was not easy to trace these men, but Mr.
Stockden, the murdered man, again opportunely appeared in Mrs. Greenwood’s
dreams, giving information which led to the arrest of the whole gang, who then
freely confessed, and were finally executed. The story is related by the curate.
fo Cripplegate, and “witnessed *’ by Dr. Sharp, then Bishop of York.

On this story be it remarked that Mrs. Greenwood’s dreams only verified
suspicions already aroused. Maynard had been suspected at first; her dream
brought home the guilt to him. It did not deal with his accomplices until May-
nard, in his turn, had implicated them.

A somewhat similar incident came before a legal tribunal nearly a century
afterwards, when two Highlanders were arraigned for the murder of an English
soldier in a wild and solitary mountain district known as ‘the Spital of Glen-
shee.” In the course of the ¢ proof for the crown,” to use the phrase of Scottish
law, another Highlander, one Alexander McPherson, deposed that on one night
an apparition appeared to come to his bedside, and announced itself as the mur-
dered soldier, Davies, and .described the precise spot where his bones would be
found, requesting McPherson to search for and bury them. He fulfilled but the
first part of the behest, whereupon the dream or apparition came back, repeated
it, and called its mur.lerers by their names.
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It appears that, with the strangely stern common sense which in Scotland
exists side by side with the strongest imaginative power, the prisoners were
acquitted principally on account of this evidence, whose * visionary " nature
-threw discredit on the whole proceedings. One difficulty lay in the possibility
of conununication between the murdered man and the dreamer, since the one
spoke only English and the other nothing but Gacelic, Years afterwards, how.
-ever, when both the accused men- were dead, their law agent admitted confiden-
tially that he had no doubt of their guilt.

Singularly cnough, a story strikingly similar in many of its details found its
way before a criminal tribunal in our own century.

In the remote and sequestered Highland region of Assynt, Sutherland, a
rustic wedding and merry-making came off in the spring of 1830, At this festiv-
ity there figured an itinerant peddler named Murdoch Grant, who, from that
occasion, utterly disappearad. A month afterwards, a farin sernvant, passing a
lonely mountain lake, observed a dead body in the water, and on its being drawn
ashore the features of the missing peddler were recognized. He had been
robbed, and had met his death by violence.  The sheriff of the district,-a Mr,
Lumsden, investigated the affair withoat any result, in his searches being aided
by i well-educated voung man of the neighborhood, one Hugh Mcleod, osten-
sibly a school-master, but then without employment,

One day the sheriff, chancing to call at the local post office, Macleod's name,
piobably owing to the part he was taking in these investigations, canme into the
conversation, and the postmaster casually remarked that he should not have
thought Macleod so well off, he having recently changed a £'1o note at his shop,
Mr. Lumsden’s suspicions werc aroused by this, and on his asking Macleod a
few questions on the rietter he proved the voung man to be untrathful,  There-
fore he put him onder arrest, and caused his home to be searched,  But none of
the peddler’s property being found there, and no other suspicious circumstance
trapspiring, he was about to be released, when o tailor named Kenneth Fraser
came forward with the following extraordinary story :

In his sleep he declared that the Macleods’ cottage s presented to his
mind, and that o voice said to hiin in Gaelic, *“ The inerchant’s pack is lying in
a cairn of stones. in a hole near their house.” The dircctions given in this
dream were carried ont by the anthorities ; articles belonging to Grant were dis-
covered, and the murdered man's stockings were presently found in Macleod's
possession. rle was accordingly charged with the crime, Kenneth Fraser
formulated the cvidence of his dream with great firmness and consistency, Mac-
leod wus condemned and exccuted, but not befdre making a full confession of
his guilt.

Here, again, as in the case of Mrs, Greenwood, we may notice that the dream
i only reveaied after suspicion had been already aroused. raser was a boon
companion of Macleod's, and it has been suggested that in their carousings he
got some hint of his comrade’s terrible secret. A somewhat similar explanation
~ might serve to account for MePherson's dream of the murdered English soldier,
v:-§d even the antique visions of Mrs. Greenwood. The form of a dream was a
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convenient one in which either to veil a guilty complicity, or, in the case of the
Highlanders, to escape that imputation of being an “informer” which is so
hateful to the Celtic heart. v

There is, however, an equally modern and less remote instance of a similar
sort. In 1828, in Suffolk, Maria Martin was slain by her false lover—a crime
known in sensational literature as * The Murder in the Red Barn.” The step-
mother of the deceased (says Mr. Chambers in his ‘“ Book of Days ") gave testi-
mony on the trial that she had received in a dream that knowledge of the
situation of the body of the victim which led to the detection of the murderer.

The late Mr. Serjeant Cox, at a meeting of the Psychological Society in the
year 1876, narrated a remarkable case which had come within his own experi-
ence in which dreams had played an important part, and the evidence for which
he had himself heard given on oath in open court. :

A murder had been committed in Somersetshire. A farmer had disappeared
and was not to be found. Two different men, living in different villages, some
distance from where the farmer had disappeared, both had a dream upon the
same night, and stated the particulars to the local magistrates. They said they
had dreamed on that particular night that the body was lying -in a well in the
farm-yard. No well was known to be there at all, so the two men were laughed
at. Some persons, however, went to the yard and, although there was no
appearance of a well, they at last found one under some manure, and the body
was in it; then, of course, on the principle of the proverb, ‘“ He who hides can
find,” the public began to suspect the two men themselves. But it was finally
proved that the farmer had been murdered by his own two nephews, who had
afterwards disposed of his body thus. Before these dreams the dreamers had
known nothing about the well in the yard. The nephews were hanged for their
crime.—Argosy.

JUDGES WHO HAVE NOT RETIRED.-—A London news agency circulated a
rumor to the effect that the Master of the Rolls would resign his position before
the long vacation, and that he would be succeeded by the Attorney-General. The
statement should be read with a great deal of reserve. Lord Esher has already
been retired at least four times—by the newspapers. Just before the long vaca-
tion the legal atmosphere of the east end of the Strand becomes charged with
rumors, and the ubiquitous reporters of the law courts are busy with their
speculations. Months back they started the canard that the Lord Chief Justice
was anxious to retire, and he was only prevented from doing so by the fear that
Sir Richard Webster would be promoted to his position. Lord Coleridge has
taken up a strong position on the Home Rule question, and it is well known that
he has not viewed Sir Richard’s conduct of the Parnell Commission with par-
* ticular favour. But for none, of these reasons does he still retain the most
lucrative judicial appointment next to the Lord Chancellorship. The explama-
tion of these unfounded and somewhat absurd rumors is that judges are in the
habit of retiring during the long vacation, and immediately a member of the
bench is entitled to his pension the gossips begin to make free with his name.

v
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They do this on the assumption that when a judge's term of service has expired
“he is anxious to wipe the dust of the law courts from his feet, and retire to the
enjoyment of his well-earned pension. This is not by any means the rule, and
indeed, except in cases of old age or failing health, judges stick to their post long
after they have “ served their time.” The life of 2 judge must be an agreeable
one, as we rarely hear of one retiring, except under ‘urgent physical circum.

---gtances; until- he can-doso full of honours.

A judge is entitled to retire on a pension after a service of fifteen years.
Five members of the High Court of Judicature have served that time and arc
entitled to the pension. They are, Sir James Hannen, President of the Probate,
Divorce and Admiralty Division; l.ord Esher, Master of the Rolls; Mr. Justice
Denman, Baron Pollock and Lord Chief Justice Coleridge. Hence we mu -
expect the usual paragraphs to go the round of the London papers during the
next forright, on the possibility or the probability of some of these gentlemen
vacating their distinguished posts,

Sir James Hannen was appointed twenty-one and a half years ago.  He has
untied more matrimonial knots than any man in Great Britain, but he will be
more conspicuously mentioned in history in connection with the Parnell com-
mission. As this inquiry is adjourned over to the next sittings, it is clear that
Sir James does not contemplate immediate retirement. The President’s salary
is no more than that of his coadjutor, Mr. Justice Butt, or anv of the common-
law judges.

Lord Esher was promoted from the common-law side of the courts to the
virtual presidency of the Appeal Court, He attains his majority this month. Of
a spitited temperament, Lord Esher sometimes gets a little impatient with vacil-
lating counsel. He has a large development of the humorous faculty, possesses
keen perspicucity and legal acumen, has an intuitive grasp of technique, and a
splendid physique. In his youthful days he was a noted athlete,  He was fam-
ous for his skill in rowing, and between 1840 and 1845 he was thrice a member
of the Cambridge crew. He stands six feet in his stockings, is in robust health,
and the rumor which yesterday found its way into some papers is but idle con-
jecture. As Marter of the Rolls he draws £6,000 a year.

Next to Lord Coleridge Mr. Justice Denman is senicr puisne judge. His
heasth has not been of the best lately. He is in his seventieth year, and earned
his retiring allowance in October two years ago. Baron Pollock is sixty-six, and
was entitled to retire last January twelvemonth. He is not quite so good of
hearing as he used to be. If there are any vacancies during the ensuing long
vacation caused by the retirement of full-service judges, one or both of the last
named wil! disappear from the list,

Lord Coleridge draws the highest salary among what may be called the
regular judges, his services being appraised at £8,000 a year. [For forty years
Lord Coleridge has been the political friend and admirer of Mr, Gladstone, with
-whose Home Rule proposition he is in hearty accord. He is a fearless, intrepid,
conscientious judge. He only sat in Parliament eight vears, viz., 1865-1873, but

: v-sn that short time he successfully graduated through the soticitor-general and
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attoruey-generalships. In 1873 he declined the Mastership of the Rolls, but in -
the same year was appointed Chief Justice of the Court of Common Pleas on
the death of Sir William Bovill ; and nine years ago he succeeded-Sir Alexander -
Cockburn as Lord Chief Justice of England. '

In February next Mr. Justice Field will be entitled to leave the BBench, and

early date. If you met Sir William Ventris Field in the Strand, you would
hardly think that the light step and jaunty air belonged to a2 man who six years
ago attained the “allotted span.” Sir Willlum is very jealous of the honour of
solicitors, He was articled to a firm of solicitors himself in the '30's, and later
on was a member of the firm of Thompson, Debenham & Field.

Baron Huddleston, who received a judgeship in the same year as Mr. Justice
IYield, has been on the sick list for some months, and several more or less ver-
acious statements have appeared with reference to his pending retirement. He
will probably, however, retain the office for another six months, Sir John
Walter Huddleston is the last of the Barons of the Court of Exchequer. When
he travelled the Oxford Circuit he appeared in almost every case of.importance,
and particularly distinguished himself for his splendid defence of Cuffy the Chartist,
of Mercy Newton in her three trials, of Mrs, Firebrace in the Divorce Court, and
of Pook for the Eltham murder. He also assisted Sir Alexander Cockburn in
the prosecution of Palmer, the notorious poisoner. As a politician he was a
most unsuccessful candidate for parliamentary honours. Six tiines he was defeated
at the poll, but was eventually successful at Canterbury, and again at Nocwich,

Mr. Justice Manisty and Mr. Justice Hawkins were both appointed to the
judicial bench thirteen years ago. Sir Henry Manisty is the son of a late vicar
of Edlingham, and a most extraordinary travesty of justice was brought to light
several months back.  Some years ago two men were indicted before Sir Henry
for burglary and attempted murder at the very vicarage in which Sir Henry was
bori.. The men were found guilty, and Sir Henry sentenced them to penal ser-
vitude for life, When the men had * done * several m nths other men confessed
to the crime, and were eventunally convicted, the wronged men being released and
compensited by Parliament., Sir Henry tried the actions for libel against Lord
Chief Justice Coleridge, brought by the man who sought to be, and now is, the
Chief’s son-in-iaw.  The jury awarded the plaintiff £2,000 damages, but the
judge reversed the decision and entered the verdict for the defendant. This
action caused some surprise, which was not lessened by the report that Lord
Coleridge and Mr. Justice Manisty were not on terms of personal friendship at
the time, 8ir Henry is in his eighty-second year, His hearing is not so very
#ood, but he is a painstaking and industrious judge.

Mr. Justice Hawkins is as well known at Epsom as he is at the Old Bailey.
He is a great authority on all matters concerning the turf, and is a prominent
member of the Jockey Club. He long ago earned the title of “hanging judge.”
It is said he has sent more people to the gallows than any other man living in
the same period of time, It is noticed that when a wretch is before him on the --
capital charge he is exceedingly temperate in tone and language, but he observes

e _will_probably avail himself of his pension at-an —
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an inflexible firmness after the verdict., As a counsel he had a distinguished
career. He appeared for Simon Bernard, who was tried as an accessory to the
conspiracy against the life of the Emperor Napoleon in 1858, He was in the
great Roupell cases ; he led the defence in the famous convent case—Saurin v,
Starr; and when the present leader of the House of Commons seat was poti-
tioned against he saved it for him. As a piece of masterly cross-examination
“thé'Way in which he handled Mr. Bagient in the first Tichborne trial stands
almost unrivalled. When the claimant was prosecuted by the Crown Mr, Haw-
kins led for the Crown; and the Gladstone and Von Reable cases were amony
his victories in the Divorce Court. Before he was clevated to the Bench he held
a general retainer for the Jockey Club.  On the Bench he is noted as the mann-
facturer of indifferently good jokes. Sir Henry recently followed the example of
his distinguished Chief and matrried a young and pretty lady., He usually wears
a brown jacket, and a silk hat far back on his head. To see him and Baron
Huddleston leaving the law courts and walking arm-in.arm through Holywell
Street is a sight for the gumin.

Mr. Justice Stephen, who tried Florence Ilizabeth Maybrick for the murder
of her husband, was raised to the Bench in 1879, He was a great criminal
lawver, aud the most successful of his books. which has become a standurd
work, is “The Law of Evidence.” He speaks as if he had adopted Demos-
thenes' recipe {or stuttering.

The other members of the common-law Bench are Justices Mathew, Cave,
Day, Smith, Wills, Grantham, and Charles. Sir James Charles Mathew was
promoted from the junior bar; Sir Lewis Willlam Cave edited, in conjunction
with Mr. Bell Stones, ** Practice of Petty Sessions” ; and Sir John Charles Day
edited * Common Law Procedure Acts,” and *“ Roscoe's Nisi Prius ™ Sir A, L.
Smith is & member of the Parnell commission : Sir William Grantham was well
known as a politician, and Sir Arthur Charles is one of the youngest judges of
modern times,

There are only two ex-members of the judicial Bench alive. Sir James
Bacon is ninety-one, and continued ir harness until three years ago. When he
retired there was a unique scene in the Chancellor’s Court,  The attorney-gen-
eral and most of the leading members of the Bar said au reveir to him in neat
and touching speeches. Sir William Robert Grove was an eminent electrician
before he was promoted.to the Bench. He contrived the powerful voltaic battery
which bears his name.- He was Professor of LIxperimental Phxl,qophy at the
London Institution, and his address on the “Continuity of Natural Phenomena™
before the British Association in 1866 demonStrated that the changes in the
otgauic world, in the succession of organized beings, and in the progress of
human knowledge, resulted from gradual minute variations, He made several
discoveries in electricity and optics.

When a judge cetires from the Beuch he does so in an unostentatious manner,

- generally writing to the Lord Chancellor to be relieved during a vacation, and
at the next sittings a new judge takes his place, and is formally concrmtulated by
i§ the Bar.——Herald, London Edition.
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DIARY FOR OCTOBER.

, Tues...County Court Non-Jury Shtinﬁn exuptin York.
Marithue Court sits, Willlam D, Powell,
5th O J. of Q.1B., 1818,

8. Sun.... Swteanth Bunday after ’I’rmtag{,
7. Mon,,,.County Court Bittings for Motions, except in
York. Henry Alooek, 3rd C.J, of Q.B.. A2,

R, A. Harrigon, 11th CJ,, of Q.B,, J875.
12, sat...,,County Couyt Bittings for Motions, exeoept in
i ..o York, end, . Columbusdiscovered Amerien, :

1402, .
11 Sun..... Seventeenth Sundny afler Trivd p, Battle of
flesnston, 1812, Lord Lyadhurst died.

} wt. 98,
15, Tues.., Enfi%(i’;h law intre raeed into Upper Canada,

ix, beh . BE Lake, .

14, 8at.....County Court Bittings for Motions in York
end. Last duy for notices for Prin. Hxans,

40, Sun. Mghtesnth Sunday after Trinity,

a1, Mon.,,.Ununty Court Non-Jury Sittiugs in Yok, Bat.
tie of Trafalgay, 1895,

2 Tues. aprenmie Cotiet of Uanada sity,

A Wed.,, Lord Lnnwdowne, (Governor-lieneral, 181,

25 S Noeteenth Sunday after Trinity, Hon, C. 8,
Patterson, appointed Judge of Supreme
Court, 27th Oetobor, 1888, Hou. Jus, Mav-
Lennsn appointed Judge of Court of Ap.
peal, 27th Oetoler, 1888,

24, Tues. Primary Bxaminations,

3L Tha Sdmission of graduates and oatrieulants,
All Halluws! Tive,

| EarLy Notes of Canadian Céses.

NUCPRENWE COURT OQF JUDICATURE
FOR ONTARIO.
COURT OF APPEAL.
MACLENNAN, [L]
HaAy o BURKL,
Bills and notes— Notice of dishonour—To what -

plice ta by addrossed—Place designated wunder
sl natuye-- RS0, ¢ 123, 8. 5.

Where it is intended to designate under the
provisions of R.S.C, ¢ 123 s. 5 a place to
which notice of dishonour may be sent other
than the place at which the bill or note is
dated, it is sufficient=if the name of u place is !
written under or beneath the signature of the
party,  “ Under his signature” does not mean
that the name of the place must be written by
the party's own hand ; it may be written by :
another person if that other person had in any
manner any kind of authority from the party to .
write it

Where 4 place had been so designated, the
holder of the instrument may send notice to the .

i

Cosgrame v. Boyl-, 6 8.C.R, 165, considered
and applied. ’

Early Notes of Canadian

i
1

Judgment of the First Division Couri of
Wentworth afiirmed,

MuacKelean, Q.C,, for the appeliant.

G. F. Shepiey for the respondent,

[June 29,
MEDoNALD @, JOHNSTON.
New trial—Trial without a jury--Rejection of
ediddence.
This was an appeal by the plaintiff from the
judgment of STREET, ]
‘The action was brought to set aside a con-

~ veyance made by the plaintitl in favour of the
" defendant, and in the statement of claim it was

charged that the conveyance in question wis

" never executed or delivered by the plainti but
. that the alleged exceution thereof was obtained
* by the defendant’s fraud, and that the plaintiff

signed the conveyance thinking that he was
signing another instrument relating to the
estate of his deceased wife. There was also a
general charge that the execution of the con-
veyance had been obtained by the fraud and

- undue influence of the defenduant, but there
{ were no specific allegations as to the nature of
; the fraud or undue influence.
; of defence was a mere general denial of the

The statement

allegations set out in the statement of claim,

o At the trial the plaintiff tendered evidence as to
¢ the defendant having induced him to drink to
- excess about the time of the transaction in

question ; as to the plaintiff’s want of education
or business capacity and other evidence of that
nature, and also evidence as to the position of
the wife’s estate and as to the transactions be-

: tween the parties in con section with it, but the
* learned Judge ruled that this evidence could

not be introduced under the general allegations
contained in the statement of claim, and at the
end of the case gave judgment in favour of the
defendant,

The plaintiff appealed, and the appeal came
on to be heard before this Court (HAGARTY,
C.J.0O,, BurTtoNn, OsLER, and MACLENNAN,

© J1LA.) on the 23rd and 27th of May, 1889,

The Court were of opinion that the exclusion

* of evidence had been pushed too far, and that
i for a proper determination of the real merits of

the case it would be advisable to admit evidence

of every circumstance, declaration, or negotia-
tioh between the parties, which could throw any
. light on conduct or motive, and they ordered a
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new trial, costs to abide the final result, each } Ganr, CJ.]

party having leave to amend.
Moss, Q.C., and Code for the appellant.
S H. Macdorald, Q.C., for the respondent.

HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE FOR
ONTARIO. .- - »

Queen's Bench Division.
FALCONBRIDGE, J.] [Sept. o
[ re ARMSTRONG AND THE TOWNSHIP OF

. TORONTO,

!
}

: order for a ton of fish to be sent him by the

Municipal corporations— By-law in aid of har-

bor toorks—~Ratsing money by loan— Time of |
repayment wncertain—=R.S.0., oo 184, s 340, !

88 20 85 203, s-a 1—=Nwbmitting by-law fo

electors—-Day fived for taking votes—Motion |

1

in guash--Applicant voting agenst py-faw

not estopped-~Costs,
Section 340 of the Municipal Act, R5.0,, .

184, which authorizes municipal councils to pass °

by-laws for contracting debts, etc., provides, s-s. | Ceog . BT
’ Actirg G P ! Y Mechanics Livi-- Prioy conveyance—Notice of

2, that the whole of the debt and the obligations
to be issued therefor shall be made payable in

twenty years at furthest, from the day «n which

such hy-law takes effect,

A by-law of a municipality to raise by way of
loan $3,000 to aid in repairing harbour works,
provided that the debentures should be mad=

~ contractor, doing the work on all at a specitied

payable annually, the first payment to be made °

on the 15th day of Dercember in the year next
succeeding the year in which the “‘repairs will
have been completed,”

fHeld, that as the time of repayment was uncer-
tain, the by-law was not in accordance with s.
340, s-5. 2, and was therefore illegal and should
be guashed,

Se wble, ulso, that it was a fatal objection to
the by-law that the day fixed by it for taking
the votes of the electors therson was more than
five weeks after the first publication, contrary to
8 293, 8-5, I, of the Act,

Held, alvo, that the applicant had not by
voting against the by-law disentitled himself to
apply to the court to quash it, or to the costs of
his motion,

£, (. Grakam for the applicant.

Beynon, Q.C., and Aitckie, Q.C., for the
township,

. and as such was on the premises from lime to
¢ time while the work was golnyg on, and was not

1

i which was conveyed to him by 5. by deed dated

[Sept, 27,
Ke NoBLE v CLINE,
Profibition — - Division court — Terrilovial
Juvisdiction— Whese canse of action asose,

The plaintiff resided in the district of Algoma
and the defendant in the county of Wentworth,
The defendant telegraphed from Wentworth an ~

plaintiffs, and the latter shipped the fish from
Algoma to Wentworth, The plainti-@ sued for
the price of the fish,

Held, ov motion for prohibition, that the
whole cause of action arose in Algoma, and a
Division Court there had jurisdiction,

Cowan v. OConnor, 20 Q.B.D,, 6jo, und
Neweomb v, De Roos, 2 E. & K., 271, followed,

Shepley for the plaintiff,

Avdesscorth for the defendant,

Chancery Dizision,

Divil Cu) [June 12

M WALLIS o VOKES,

fon to purchascr—1alidity of licn—-Procecd-
fags to realise-—Summary application o dis-
charge.

S. was the owner of a lot upon which he was
building four houses, and W, was his plumbing

sum for each house. He commenced his work
in September, 1887, and finished about May,
1888, V" was the contractor for the brickwork,

o

paid by S. V. purchased one of the houses,
Dee, 1st, 1887, and regigtered I'eb. 20th, 1888,
On Feb. 24th, 1888, W, registered his lien on
the whole property. Both V.and W. alleged
that they knew nothing of the other’s transac-
tiol, On an appeal from ROBERTSON, J., who
held (affirming the Master in Chambers) that
V. had notice of W.s claim and that his sum-
mary application to have his len discharged -
must be dismissed with costs, the Court were
evenlv divided.

Per PROUDFOOT, |. A lien should be regis-
tered against anvone whose rights are acquired . _
during the progress of the work, and if not s0” .}
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registered it becomes absolutely void unless
proceedings ave taken to realize within thirty
days. No proceedings were taken within that
time by W, and the lien not being registered
ceased against the subsequent owner to be a
lien at all.

Hynes v. Smith, 27 Gr., 150, and McVean v,
7i¢fin, 13 AR, 1, followed,

Per FERGUSON, J. The real question is not
whether there was a vald registration of the
lien, but whether the judgment of ROBERTSON,
J., affirming the refusal of the Master to dis-
charge the lien on a summary application was
right.

[Vanty v. Robins, 15 O.R., 474, referred to.

o, Macllonald for the appeal.

Masten contra,

Div1 Ct.]
MAsON 7. BERTRAM ¢f af.

aster and  Servant— Workman's Compensa-

{Junc 10, ]

: Early Notes of C

i

"The Master was justified in so refusing.

purporting to be executed in the presence of
two subscribing witnesses, who could not be
found and whose handwriting could not be
proved, a motion for judgment asking to have
the will established and probate thereof granted,
notwithstanding that all parties interested con-

sented, was. dismissed. ana. the application.... -

refused on the ground that sufficient evidence
had not been produced to show that such will
was the will of the testator under R.5.0,, ¢. 109,
5. 12,

Miiiican for the plaintiffs.

eir for the defendants,

FERGUSON, J.] [Aug. 29.

THE CORPORATION OF THE City OF KING-
STON 72 THE Canapa LIFE ASSUR-
ANCE COMPANY,

D Assessment and taxves—Insurance Company-—

tion jor Injuries Act—Damages- -Death from -
accident— RKeasonable expectation of benefi!

Srom {ife of decensed.

The plaintiff’s son had grown up and was

intending to study to be a doctor, in which
course the plaintiff intended to aid him by fur.
nishing the necessary money. Just before he

commenced such course he entered the employ- :

ment of the defendants in their machine shop,

and was injured by the falling of some iron © premiums on same ulso being collected in K.

lathes, from the effects of which he died. In |

an iction by his father as administrator it was

Held, that under the circumstances the plain- | ants on income, in which the defendants con-

tiff could have no reasonable expectation of i
henefit from the son’s life, and that the verdict -

obtained at the trial should be set aside and a
nonsuit entered,

A notice of action under the Workman's
Compensation for Injuries Act does not require
to be signed or to be given on behalfof anyone.

Osler, Q.C,, for the motion,

Ik Staunton contra,

ROBERTSON, ].] [Sept. 2.
WILLIAMSON ¢f /. v. WIL,LIAMSON,
Witl—Absence of subscyibing witnesses — Want
of proof of their existence or handwriting--

Action to establish will,

In an action to establish u will which was
produced in the hamlwriting of the testator,

Head office and branch office— Meaning of
“hranch® or * place of business” in Assess-
ment Act—Assessiment of income at branck

ﬂﬁc‘e.

The defendants were & Life Assurance Com-
pany with their head office in H., and trans-

acted business by agents in K, where they

received applications for insurances which they
forwarded to the head office, fiom which all
policies were issued ready for delivery —the

In an action by the corporation of the city of K,
to recover taxes assessed against the defend-

tended that they. had no place of businessin K.,
that their only place of husiness was in H., and
that their business was of such a nature that
they could not be assessed at K., but might
elect, and in fact had elected, under R.5.0, c.
193, 5 35, -5 2, to be assessed at H. on their

i whole income, and were consequently not liable

to plaintiffs. It was
Heid, that the defendants had a branch or
place of business at K., that as the evidence was
that the agent at K, could show cach year the
gross amount of his receipts ; and as the words
“ gross income® were used in the statute, the
amount of premiums received vear by year at
K. was assessable at that branch or agency, and
that the plaintifis were entitled to succeed,
Walbem, Q.C. and Agnew for plaintiffs,
Bruce, Q.C,, for defendants.
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Full Court.] [Sept. 9.
BaNK OF MoNTREAL . BOWER.
Wil Devise=" , Vish and desive " —Precatory
trusi—fstate in fee.

Held, affirming the decision of Ferguson, J..
17 O.R., 548 that the words of the will in ques-
tion did not create a precatory trust, and that
~the wife took {he propérty absolutely,

Per Bovp, C.—~If the entire interest in the
subject of the gift is given with superadded
words expressing the motive of the gift, or the
confident expectation that the subject will be
applied for the benefit of particular persons, but
without in terms cutting down the interest be-

fore given, it will not now be held, without !

more, that a trust has been thereby created,
Moss, Q.C., and A7dd for the defendants,
Robinsoa, Q.C., and Code for the plantiffs,

Full Court]}
RoslN + McMaton.

Statute of lmitations—Acknotoledymont---Le- |
positions in another aclion—217 Jac. 1. ¢ 16—

RSO 188, e 123, 5 7

In an action for a debt incurred more than six |
years before writ issued, two documents were !
relied on as constituting such acknowledgments |
as stopped the running of the statute of limita- |

tions, Onc was a letter from the defendant in

which he said :

April?

The other was a part of the examination of
the defendant in a certain other action brought
for the administration of his said son’s estate, the

examination being in reference to a claim set j
up by the defendant against the said estate, in |

which he adnitted the receipt of the money for
which the present action was brought, and stated
that he was responsible to the testator of the

present plaintif who was an cxecutor for it !
There was evidence, also, that the son’s estate |
was wound up, and that the defendant received |
more than sufficient to pay the plaintif®s claim, |

Held, affirming the decision of Falconbridge,

] that theletter was asufficientacknowledgment l
under the statute, and meant that on the son’s !
estate being wound up, the defendant would pay,
.. and the said estate having been wound up, any- |

*T am of the opinion that it will |
be impossible for me to pay you anything until ;
my son's estate is wound up, which will not be |
before the last of March or the beginning of |

thing conditional in the letter had. been ascer-
tained.

Held, also, that the statute was sattsﬁed by
an acknowledgment made and signed as in the
testimony of the defendant in the admxmstmunn
action.

C. /. Holman for the defendant.

Masten for the plaintiff, ... -~ -

Rosg, 1.] [Sept. 17,

BLAIN o PEAKER.

Assignment for creditors—{ersonal estate only
g8 Vit ¢ 26, (O.)
An assignment for the benefit of creditors,
though confined in terms to the assignor's per-

! osonal estate, professed to be drawn under 48

Viet., ¢, 26, O,
Hedd, that it was nevertheless not within the

Pt and this action, being brought by the
[Sept. 12, !

assignee to sct aside a chattel mo.tyage, must
he dismisied with costs,

It s clear that it was intended under the Act
to bring all the estate into the hands of the
assignee for general distribution.

JMeyers for the plamntitt

Jeiiadden for the defendant.

Bovn, C.} [Sept. 25.

REDICK o SKELTON,

Arbitration and aword - Publication, what is
- Right of arbitrators te declare Hen.

Motion to coatinue an injunction,

Held, that an award is published (for the
purpnse of regulating the time for an applica-
tion to set it aside) when the parties have no-
tice that it may be had on payment of charges.
It is not needful that there should be notice of
the contents of the award before it can be said
10 be published,

Arbitrators, upon a reference to settle dis-
putes between partners, found the balance due
from the firm to one of the partners, and that
this balance was a lien upon the assets to be

paid out of them specifically.

Held, that they had the power to give this
direction, and the partner in question had
power to sell to satisfy that lien out of the speci-
fic property applicable of which he was joint
owner,

C. /. Helman for the applicant.,

Marsh contra,
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Bovp, C.] {Sept. 23,
RE CHANDLER AND CHASE,
Wetl—Construction—Life estate— Remivindey to

sons—Rule in Shelley's case.

Vendor and purchaser application.
A will contained the following clause: “To

-~y oson, G oW, I give and “heéqueath

during his lifetime the s, e. % of suid lot ¢
hefore mentioned, and at his deathto go toand
e vested in his son W.C,, o1 in case other sons
should be born to my son G.W. then to be
cyually divided between all of the boys.”

ileld, that G, W, took a life estate only, and

that there wus a vested remainder in fee in his |

sons as a class which would let in all horn be-
fure his death.

Atkinson, Q.C., for the vendor.

Holman for the purchaser.

Bovn, G [Sept. 20,

RE Nouwrscors,
Hli = Construction — Devise — Restrainl o
altenation.

After a devise to his son C of certain lands ©
his heirs and assigns for ever, a testator added !
that his devise to C, was subject (o this express
condition, that he should not sell or mortgage :
the land during his life, but vith power tu de- :
vise the same to his children as he might think -

fit in such way as he might desire,

Held, that the case was governed by Ae s
Winstonfey, 6 O.R, 315, and that the propurty
was not clothed with a trustin favour of the :
children, but the devisee took it in fee simple ;

with, however, a valid prohibition against sell- ;

ing or mortgaging it during his life,
J. R Roaf for purchaser.
S 3 Clazk for vendor,

Practice.
Mr, Dauton.]
SHAW 7, CRAWFORD.

{Sept. 7.

Notice of trial—Action in Chancery Division—

Assises—Chancery sittings—Right of defend.- |

ant to give notice of trial—Ruie 854

In an action in'the Chancery Division in
which no jury notice had been given, the de-
fendant gave notice of trial for the Assizes, be-

ginning 1oth September, 1889, and the plaintiff
for the Chancery Sittings, beginning 4th Novem-
ber, 1889,

Held, that under Rule 653 either party has.
the right to give notice of trial for the next sit-
tings, whether an Assize or a Chancery sittings;
and_the plaintiff cannot take away the right
from the defendant by giving notice of trial for
a later sittings.

The plaintifi's motion to set aside the defend-
ant's notice of trial was therefore refused,

Palmateer v, Webb, 7 C.IT., Oce.N,, 244,
distinguished.

C. A, Durand for plaintifi.

A S, Neville for defendant,

Mg, DavLrox,] [Sept. 21,
ESSERY & GRAND TRUNK Ranway Co.
Nolteitors— Agents in cotity fowns--Posting up
pagers where no agent bocked--Rules 203,

204, and 201,

Where a solicitor has not entered the name of
an agent for him in a county town, service of
papers in an action where the proceedings are
being carried on in such county town cannot be
effected upon him by posting up copies iu the
office of the local registrar theve, if he has the
name of a ‘Toronto agent duly entered.

Rules 201, 204, and 461 considered.

Macais/ for plaintift

Aylestoorti for defendants,

Bovn, C. [Sept. 24.
GIRVIN ¢, BURKE--BURKE o GIRVIN AND
SPENUE.

Consolidation of wctivis —Conduct of consoli-
dated cause— Priovity in lime — Burden of

proof—Scope of acttons.

In determining which party is to have the
conduct of a consolidation of two cross-actions,
the main fwdicia to be regarded are, which
action was first begun?  Upon whom does the
chief burden of proof lie? Which action is the
more comprehensive in its scope ?

And where G. first sued B. for cancellation
and delivery up of four promissory notes made
by G. and 8. jointly to B., and also for cancel-
lation of an agreement in relation to which the
notes were given; and B. afterwards sued G,
and 8, upon three of the four notes in question ;
and substantially the saine issues were raised in
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both actions, the making of the notes being
admitted by G.and S. in the pleadings, the
actions were consolidated, and G. was allowed
to proceed with his action, S. being added as a
party to it.

C. J Holman for Burke,

D. Arneower for Girvin and Spence,

Bovp, C.} [Sept. 24.
BANK OF HAMILTON 7. STARK.
Postponing trial—Terms of ordev— Securing

debt—Rule 681,

In ordering the postponement of a trial the
Master in Chambers has a discretion under
Rule 681 to impose terias.

And where, upon the defendunts’ application
to postpone the trial, the Master so ordered

upon their giving security for part of the amount |
i Boyn, C.]

sued for,
Held, that the term was properly imposed.
W. M. Douglas for plaintiffs,
D. Henderson for defendants,

Bovp, C.]
Dt re DINGMAN AND HalLlL.

[Oct., 8.

Leave to appeal—Report of veferee—Time—
Judgment on further divections, effect of—
Jurisdiction of judge in chambers and in
couri.

Held, that after the report of a referee has
become absolute and a judgment op further
directions founded thereon has been pro-
nounced, drawn up, and enteied, 2 Judge in
Chambers has uno jurisdiction to entertain an

application for leave to appeal ; nor could any !

appeal be entertained unless the judgment on
further directions were set aside; and that
could not be done even by a Judge in Count,
but only by the proper appellate tribunal,

Hayles for Dingman.

Kelmer for Hall,
-Bovn, C.] [Sept. 24.
LaTour = SmiThH.

Costs— Tavation—Costs of unnecessary procesd-
Ings or witnesses—iscretion of taving officer
—Ruiles 1193, 1275~~Costs of preecipe ovder,
By the judgment on further directions the

plaintiffs were awarded the costs of the action
_and reference. Upon appe~l from the taxation

of such costs, the defendant contended that the-
plaintiffs should not be allowed the costs of
attendances and witnesses in the Master’s office
relating to items in the account in question as
to which the plaintiffs failed, -

Held, that the plaintiffs were entitied to all
the costs propetly, fairly, and reasonably incur-

_red._upon  the .reference,-buc not--to--costs of

unnecessary proceedings or witnesses; and
costs of witnesses called to establish something
on which the party calling them failed, were in
the discretion of the taxing officer.

Rules 1195 and 12135, considered,

Held, also, that upon taxation only one attend-
ance should be allowed on obtaining a praecipe
order.

Langton for plaintiffs,

Middieton for defendant.

[Oct. 1.
Re BAKER,

i Solicitor and client—Tuxation of bill of costs

afler paymend, and dvath of solicitor—Delay
in applying—Special circumstances— Terms,

A bill of costs rendered by a solicitor in Qct-
ober, 1888, was paid shortly afterwards, but
upon the undertaking of the solicitor, contained
in !:tters written by him, that the payment was
to be subject ta the taxation of the bill at any
time. The solicitor died in May, 1889, and no
application for taxation was made till the 2nd
of Septeml.er, when an ¢a parte order was ub-
tained from the Master in Chambers for taxa-
tion, the letters of the solicitor not being pro-
duced nor any special circumstances shown,
Upon the application of the executor of the
solicitor to the Master (o set aside his o garse
order the letters were produced.

Held, that the Master was not bound to
vacate his first order, although it was wrong ;
but, there being no imputation of bad faith, was
right in giving leave to amend the order so as
to do substantial justice ; and, notwithstanding
the death of the solicitor after being paid, there
was jurisdiction to order a taxation as against
his representative, under the circumstances.

The application being within the year came
-under s, 46 of the Salicitor's Aet, R.85.0,, ¢. 147,
and “special circumstances” to justify a taxa-
tion existed in the fact of the letters having
been written by the solicitor ; but the delay of
the applicants and the death of the solicitor
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were reasons for imposing terms; and it was

the correctness of his. charges ; or if the books
were not available that the bill should be so
taxed as to throw the omus of impeaching any
charges on the applicants,

George Bell for the executrix,

(reorge Ritchiv for the applicants,

Bovp, C)
SANDERSON . ASHFVIELD,

[Oct. 2,

ok —Not subject of set-off in counter-claim,

‘The plaintiff claimed $1,205, the balance of
the contract price for work done, and the
defendant claimed that by reason of imperfect
work the balance should be reduced by $goo.
The defendant was allowed $266.5.. in respect
of his claim for reduction, and the plaintiff
therefore recovered $938.46.

neither a set-off nor a counter-claim ; and as
the plaintiff had substantially succeeded he
should get the general costs of the action and

ant in establishing the items of improper work
in which he succeeded,

Cutler v, Morse, 12 P.R. 594, followed.

Jokn Greer Tor the plaintiff,

Walter Read for the defendant.

Miscellaneous,

OSGCGOONE HALL LIBRARY.

Latest additions.

Abbott’'s Trial Brief in Criminal Cases, New
York, 1880,

Allan’s Law of Good-will, London, 1889,
Baker's War with Crime, London, 1889,
Bell’s Principles of the Law of Scotland, yth
cd., 2 vols,, Kdinburgh, 1889,
inot’s Constitution of Canada, Montreal :
1888, '
Bradiaugh's Rules House of Commons, Lon-

" don, 1889 :
Butterworth’s Railway and Canal Traffic, Lon-
don, 1889,

Bo

reference, less the costs incurred by the defend- |

ordered that upon the taxation the books of
the solicitor should he prima facie evidence of

Losts-—Action for price of work-—Tufeviority of |

Held, that what the defendant elaimed was

Butterworth s Railway and Canal Ccmmlsswn,
London, 1880,

Chambers' Public Libraries, 3m ed., London, -
18809, ‘

Clode's Law of Tenement Houses and Flats,
London, 18.

“Drummond & Smitly's Judmumre Acts { { Ireland),
Dublin, 1889,

Endlich & Richards’ Rights and Liabilitier of
Married Women, Philadelphia, 188¢. -
George'’s Mississippi Digest, 1818-70, Philadel-

phia, 1872.
Hageman on Privileged Communications,
Princeton, 188g.

Hampden (Rev. Dr} Jebb's Report of Case,
London, 1849,

Heidelberg's Mississippi Digest, vols, 45-64,
Albany, 1888,

Howell & Downay's Maritime Court
Toronto, 1889,

Journal du droit International Prive, Tome 15,
Paris, 1888,

Kelleher’s Savigny on Possession in Civil Law,
Calentta, 1888,

Kelleher's Specific Performance and Mistake,
Calcutta, 1888,

Kent's Commentaries on American Law, Phila-
delphia, 1880,

Kerr-—The Student’s Blackstone, 1oth ed., Lon-
don, 1887.

Law Reports, Consolidated Digest 1886-8, Lnn-
don, 1389,

Lawson's Law of Patents,
1880,

Lindley’'s Law of Companies. 5th ed.,, London,
1880

Lyon's Medical Jurisprudence, Calcutta, 188g,
Maine’s International Law, London, 188g.
Manual of Military Law, London, 1887,

Rules,

and ed.,, London,

Maudsley on Mental Responsibility, 4th ed,,
London, 1883,

Megone’s Companies Acts Reports, vol.
parts 1-5, London, 1888-9.

Morgan on House-owners, Holders, and Lodg-
ers, London, 188,

LN

Nelson’s Private lnternational Law,
1889,

London,
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Powells Law of Printers and Publishers, Lon- |

dotn, 1889,

Powis’ Sinking Fund and Instalment Tables,

Toronto, 1880,
Prideaux’s Conveyuncing,

Londoen, 1889.
 Rentoul on Abortion, Edinburgh, 1885..

Robinson’s Reminiscences, Bench
London, 1880,

14th ed, 2 volsy

and  Bar,

Saunders’ Precedents of Indictments, 2nd ed.,

London, 1880,
Scottish Law List, Edinburgh, 1889.
Selden Society Publications, vaol. 2, lLondon,
1889, .
Smith’s Master and Servant, London, 1889,

Speeches of H.R.H. Prince of Wales, 1863-88,
London, 188y,

Stewart’s Law of Wills, London, 1889,

Thring on Joint Stock Companies, 3th edition,
London, 1889,

Webster's Conditions of Sale, London, 1880.

Westlake's Private International Law, London,

1889,

LrrieLLs LIVING AGE~-The

Fortnightly Review; Wordsworth
Quantock Hills, Natfonal Review,; Elephant-

Kraals, Murray's Magazine; Spanish and :
P rtuguese Bull-Fighting, ZFortnightly: The :
Court of Vienna in the Eighteenth Century, .
Temple Bar; The Origin of Modern Occultismn,
Home
Rule, by Edward A. Freeman, Forinighlly, |
Eucalyptus, Pine, and Camphor Forests, Gentle-

National Review ., Parallels to Irish

mas's Magasine; Lepers at the Cape : Wanted,
a Father Damien, Plackwood's Magazine: A
Real Working Man, Macwmillan's Magasine;
vers” and *The Minister of Kindrach,” and
poetry and niscellany.

For fifty-two numbers of sixty-four large pages
cach (or more than 3,300 pages n year) the
subscription price ($8) is low ; while for $10.50

the publishers offer to send any vne of the |

American $4.00 monthlies or weeklies with Zhe
Living Age for a year, both postpaid.

numbers of !
The Living Age for the weeks ending October |
sth and 12th have the following contents : Italy
Dvifting, by the Marchesc Alfieri de Sostegno,
Nineteenth Century; Russian Characteristics, !
and the !

Littell |

Law Seciety of Upper G_anada. :

TRINITY TERM, 1889,

The following gentlemen were called to the

 Bar during the above term, viz:

Sept. 2nd.--]ohn Garner Kerr, with honours
and silver medal; James Ross, with honours

and bronze medal ; Geoege Ross and Walter
 Scott MacBrayne, with honours: and James

M--Cullough, Alfred Edmund Lussier, teorge
William Bruce, Frederick McBain Young, John
Woesley Roswell, John Howard Hunter, John
Gordon Gauld, Angus MacNish, George Frud-
erick Henderson, Horace Bruce 8Smith, George
Luther Lennox, Herbert Hohnan, Joseph Fred-
eric Woodwarth, Henry Warrington Church,
Alexander Stuart, Charles Daniel Macaulay,
William Woodburn  Usborne, Daniel Sharp
Kendal, Frank Sangster, Harry Herbent
Johnston, Owen Ritchie, Robert McDowall
Thomson, Frederick Rohleder, John William
Seymour Corley, Andrew Elliott, Francis James
Roche.

Sept. grd. - Walter Dymond Gregory.

Nepd, 13¢h—Magloive Routhier,

The following gentlemen were granted Certi-
ficates of Fitness as Solicitors, viz.:

Sept. 2nd. —J, G. Kerr, A, E, Lussier, G. Ross,
¥, Reid, C. D, Macaulay, J. G. Gauld, ). F.
Wood worth, T. Graham, W, W. Osborne, T.A.
Rowan, D. S. Kendall, H. Miller,

Sept. spd—1, H, Keefer, G, N, Beaumont,
J. A. Chisholiy, J. Roes, H. Holman, J. W. 5.
Cotley, H, H. Johnston, 2. M. Robertson, J.
W. Roswell, F. M. Young, . W. Biuce.

Sepd. pih~0. Ritchie, J. A Ritchie.

Sepd. r3th—A. W, A, Finlay.

The following gentlemen passed the Serond
Intenmediate Examination, vie:
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Law Society of Upper Canada.

E. B, Ryckman, with honours and 1st schol-
srship; W. Wright, with honours and 2nd

H

scholarship; 1. A. McKillop, with henours and |
ard scholarship ; A. G. Mackay and W. H. :

Nesbit, wi 0 i F. P R. C. Gi : . . ; \
Nesbit, with honours ; F. Pedley, R. C. Gillett, . information to Students-at-Law and Articled

Clerks, and those intenwing to becone such,in

W, G, Richards, H. L, Drayton, R.M. Graham,

D, O'Brien, 8. E. Lindsey, H. J. Minnhinnick,

“W.E. L. Hunter, A, Crozier, J. P. Dunlop, J. A,

Ferguson, W, McBrady, G. 8. Kerr, J. H. Mc-
Chie, F. B, Mosure, T. A, Beaument, A, C,

Boyce, J. J. Hughes, J. H. Cooper, W. J. Kidd, |

E. M. Mclntyre, H, L, Pualey, W. H. Kennedy,
M. R, Allison H, Carpenter, [. J. Drow, W, L
Morton, C. Murphy, and J. McKean.

The following gentlemen passed the First -

Intermediate Examination, viz.:
T. . Thomson, with honours and 1st scholar-
ship; AT

: tions.

Hunter, with honours and 2nd -

scholarship; W, E, Gundy, with honows and

3rd scholarship; J. G. Harkness, C. 1. Crass-

weller, T. M. Higgins, B. 8. Lefrov, G. Wilkie, !

W. ¥. Robinson, N. P, Buckingham, and H.D,,
Leask, with honours; W, T, Elliotr, E. Pirie, |

C. F. Gilchriese, L. G, McCarthy, J. B, l‘e‘rgu- " teulum of The Law Society Examinations as
A, Harvey, W. A ¢ .

son, W, A, Cameron, J.

Baird, H. ¥, McLeod, G. H. ), Perryn, W, H, §

. Walker, N, Kent, 8. S. Reveler, J. Lennon,

. Kerr, T LOW, Por LO0D sole, G R, - . . s N
). Rer, orte, J Dromgole, G. R * or terms, and their other Examination or Exam-

o . * inations at the usual Law Society Examinations
T'he following gentlemen were entercd on the - PR
: - under the existing Curriculum,

Sweeny, C. Pierson, and W, M, Shaw.

hooks of the Society as Students-at-law, viz:

Graduates.--Francis King, Percy Mahood, ]‘
George Edward Jefferson Brown, Walter Me- ¢

Clennan Allen, Edward Washington Drew,

tnbert James Gibson, John Henry I'lcndlcrson, the Law School.
D'Arcy Richard ;

Charles Martin, James » MacGi steher © . AN .
oo m James Henry Gill, Fletch . in accompanied by those directions which ap-

Matriculants—Benjamin Morton Jones,john i pear to be the most necessary for the guidance
" iy ; of the student.

Johs  Strachan  Johnston,

C-— Snider, John Donald Swanson.

Gilmour Hay, Alfred Erskine Hoskin, George :

Just Reiner, Henry Campbell Small,

Juntor Class.— Charles Merritt Marshall, :
George Hamilton Pettit, Williama Thomas Hen-
derson, Walter Gow, William Norman ‘Tilly,
Raiph John Slattery, Henry Joseph Patterson, :
John Pierce Stanton, Corsellis Hodge, William .
Farquhar Gurd, Alphonso Macfarlane, David
Elroy Smith, Edward Chanay Attrill, William -

Duncan Moss, Evan Stcvenson, James Fr—-q,
J—— Cashman, William Alexander Douglas
Grant, James White Graham, John Robert
Logan, Samuel Jame: Cooley, Norman St
Clatr Gurd, Covert Emerson Jarvis,

Articled Clerps.—-Thomas Kingston Allan,

i James Gilchrist Bumnham,

This notice is designed to afford necessary

vegard to their course of study and examina-

They are, however. also recommended
to read carefully in connection herewith the
Rules of the Law Society which came into force

se 25th, 1889, and September 21st, 1889, re-

acetively, copies of which may be obtained

from the Secretary o the Society, or from the
Principal of the Law School, Osgoode Hall,
Toronto.

Those Students-at-Law and Articled Clerk,,
who under the Rules are required to attend the
Law School during all the three terms of the
School Course, will pass all their cxaminations
in the School, and are governed by the ochool
Curticulum only, Those who are entirely
exempt from attendance in the School will pass
all their examinations vnder the existing Cur-

heretofore.  ‘Those who are required to attend
the Schoo! during one term v two terims only
will pass the School Examination for such term

Provision will be made for Law Society
Examinations under the existing Curriculunt as
formerly for those students and clerks who are
wholly or partially exempt from attendance in

Each Curriculum is therefore published here-

CURRICULUM OF THE LAW SCHOUL,
OSGOODE HALL, TORONTO.

Principad, W, AL REEvE, Q.C
fE. D, ARMOUR,
1A, H, Magrsy, LL 6.

{R. E. KiNcsroro, LLB.
VU H. Dravron,

Lecturer s,
Foxaminers,

- 'The School is established by the Law Society
of Upper Canada, under the provisions of rules
passed by the Society with the assent of the
Visitors.
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Its purpose is to promote legal education by
_ affording instruction in law and legal subjects
to all Students entering the Law Society.

The course in the School is a three years'
course, The term commences on the fourth
Monday in September and closes on the fiust
Monday in May; with a vacation commencing

.o the Saturday hefore Christmas and ending on

the Saturday after New Year's Day.
Students before entering the School must

have been admitted upon the books of the Law |

Society as Students-at-Law or Ai.icled Clerks.
The steps required to procure such admission
are provided for by the Rules of the Society,
numbers 126 to 141 inclusive,

The School term, if duly attended by a |
Student-at-Law ot Articled Clerk is allowed as |

part of the term of attendance in a Barrister's
<ham rrs or service under articles,

By thc Rules passed in September, 1889,
Students-at-Law and Articled Clerks who are
entitled to present themselves either for their
First or Second Intermediate Examination in
any Term before Michaelmas Term, 1890, if in
attendance or under service in Toronto are re-
qyuired, and if in attendance or under service

elsewhere than in Toronto are permitted, to ;

attend the Term of the School for 1889-90, and
the examination at the close thereof, if passed
by such Students or Clerks shall be allowed to
them in lieu of their Firstor Second Intermediate
Examinations as the case may be. At the first
Law Schooi Examination to be held ip May,

!
z
!
|
|

entered upon the fourth year of their course
Students-at-Law or Articled Clerks,

In regard to all other Ctudent. sc-Law and
Articled Clerks, attendance at the School for
one or more terms is compulyory as provided
by the Rules numbers 155 to 166 inclusive,

Any Student-at-T.aw or Articled Clerk may

-attend any-term.in the School upon payment of

the prescribed fees.

Every Student-at-Law and Articled Glerk
before being allowed to attend the School, must
present to the Principal a certificate of the Sec-
retary of the Law Society shewing that he has
been duly admitted upon the books cf the
Society, and that he has paid the prescribed fee
for the term.

The Course during each term embraces lec-
tures, recitations, discussions, and other oral
methods of instruction, and the holding of moot
courl . under the supervision of the Principal
and Lecturers.

During his attendance in the School, the
Student is recommended and encouraged to
devote the time not occupied in attendance
upon lectures, recitations, discussions or mar .
courts, in the reading and study of the books
and subjects prescribed for or dealt with in the
course upon which he is in attendance. As far

i as practicable, Students will be provided with

1860, fourteen Scholarships in all will be offered -
for competition, seven of those who pass such
examination in lieu of their First Intermediate :

Examination, and seven for those who pass it |

in liew of their Second Intermediate Examina- :

tion, viz, one of one hundred dollars, one of ;

sixty dollars, and five of forty dollars for each
of the two classes of students.

Unless required to attend the school by the
rules jast referred to, the following Students-at-
Law and Articled Clerks are exempt from
attendance at the School:

. All Students-at-Law and Articled Clerks
attending in a Barristers chambers or serving |

under articles elsewhere than in Toronto, and
who were adnitted prior to Hiliary Term, 188q.
3. All graduates who on the 25th day of June,
1889, had entzred upon the second year of their
~ «<ourse as Students-at-Law or Articled Clerks.
‘LZ % 3 -All non-graduates who at that date had

room and the use of books for this purpose.

The subjects and text-hooks for leciures and
examinations are those set forth in the follow-
ing Curriculum :

CURRICULUM,
FIRST YEAR,
Contracts.
Smith on Contracts.
Anson on Contracts.
Real Properiy.
Williams on Real Property, Leith's edition,
Contmon Lato,
Broom'’s Common Law.
Kerr‘sﬁtudent’s Blackstone, books 1 and 3.
. Eguity.
Snell's Principles of Equity.
Starnte Law,
Such Acts and parts of Acts relating to each
of the above subjects as shall be prescribed by
the Principal,

In this year there will be two lectures each
doy except Saturday, from 3 to § in the after-
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noon, On every alternate Friday there will be
no lecture, but instéad thereof a Moot Court
will be held,

“The number of lectures on each of the four
subjects of this year will be one-fourth of the
‘whole nuinber of lectures,

The first series of lectures will be on Con-
" tracts, and will be delivered by the Prmc:pal

The second series will be on Real Property
and will be delivered by a Lecturer,

The third series will be on Common Law,
and will be delivered by the Principal.

The fourth scies will be on Equity, and will
be delivered by a Lecturer,

SECOND YEAR,
Tviminal Law,
Kerr's Studeut’s Blackstone, Book 4.
Harris's Principles of Criminal Law,
Real Propovty.
Kery's Student’s Blackstone, Book 2.
Leith & Smith’s Blackstone,

Deane’s Principles of Conveyancing,
Personal Property.
Willinms on Personal Property.
Contracts and Torts.

Leake on Contracts,

Bigelow on "lorts-- English Edition,
Lgurty,

H. AL Smith's principles of Equity
Fvtdesce,

Powell on evidence.

Canadion Constity .onal History and Loz,

Bourinot's Manual of the Constitutional His-
tory of Canada. O'Sullivan's Government in
Canada.

Practice and Procedise,

Statutes, Rules, and Orders relating to the
jurisdiction, pleading, practice, and procedure
of the Courts.

Statule Lo
Such Acts and parts of Acts reluting to the

above subjects ns shall be prescribed by the
Principal,

In this year there will be two lectures on each
Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday, and Thursday
from 10.30 to 11.30 in the forenoon, and from

2 t0 3 in the afternoon respectively and on each

Friday there will be a Moot Court from 2 to 4
n the afternoon,

The lectures on Criminal Law, Contracts,
Torts, Personal Property, and Canadian Con-
stitutional History and Law will embrace one- ..
half of the total number of lectures and will be
delivered by the Principal, '

The lectures on Real Property and Practice

.and Pracedure will embrace one-fourth-of the——

total number of lectures and will be delivered
by a lecturer.

The lectures on Equity and Evidence will
embrace one-fourth of the total number of lec-
tures and will be delivered by a lecturer,

THIRL VEAR.
Contracts,
Leake on Contracts.
Real Property.
Dart on Vendors and Purchasers,
Hawkins on Wills,
Armour on Titles,
Crtminal Lo,
Harris's Principles of Criminal Law,
Criminal Statutes of Canadi
Fguity,
Lewin on Trusts,
YATZEN
Pollock on Torts,
Smith on Negligence, and editon,
Eeiddence,
Best on Kvidence,
Commercial Lat.
Renjamin on Sales.
Smith's Mercantile Law.
Chalmers on Bills,
Private Tntevnational Law,
Westlake's Private International Law.,

Construction and Qperation of Statutes.
Hardcastle’s construction and effect of Statu-
tory Law,
Canadion Consiitutional Law,
British North America Act and casesthereundar,

Practice and Procedure.

Statutes, Rules, and Orders relming to the
Jurisdiction, pleading, practice, and procedure
of the Courts.

Statute .o,

Such Acts and parts of Acts relating to each -
of the above subjects ns shall be p.escribed by -
the Principal,

E
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In this year there will be two lectures oneach |

Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday, and Thursday,
from 11.30 aun. to 12,30 p.m, and from 4 p.m.
to 5 p.n, resvectively.  On each Friday there
will be & Moot Court from 4 p.m. to 6 pm,
The lectures in this year. on Contracts,
Criminal Law, Torts, Private International
_Law, Canadian_ Constitutional Law, and the

construction and operation of the Statutes, will ’
embrace one-half of the total number of lectures, ;
i books embraced in the Curdiculum for that

and will be delivered by the Principal.
The lectures on Real Froperty, and Practice

and Procedure will embrace one-fourth of the !

total number of lectuves, and will he delivered
by a lecturer,
The lecturers on Equity, Commercial Law,

and Evidence, will embrace one-fourth of the !
total number of lectures, and will be delivered |

by a lecturer,

) GENERAL PROVISIONS,

The term lecture where used alone is in-
tended to include discussions, recitations by,
and oral examinations of, students from day to
day, which exercises are designed to be promi-
nent features of the mode of instruction,

The statutes prescribed will be included in

and dealt with by the lectures on those subjects |
! becomes entitled to be called to the Bar or
i admitted to practise as @ Solicitor without any

which they affect respectively.

The Moot Oourts will be presided over by
the Principal or the Lecturer whose series of
lectures is in progress at the time in the year
for which the Moot Court is held. The case to
be argued will be stated by the Principal or
Lecturer who is to preside, and shall be upon
the subject of his lectures then in progress, and
two students on each side of the case will be
appointed by him to argue it, of which notice
will be given at least onc week before the argu-
ment,
_pronounced at the next Moot Court.

At each lecture and Moot Court the roll will
be called and the attendance of students noted,
of which a record will be faithfully kept.

At the close of each term the Principal will
-certify to the Legal Education Committee the
names of those students who appear by the
record to have duly attended the lectures of
that term. No student wil! be certified as hav-
ing duly attended the lectures unless he has
atiendcd at least five-sixths of the aggregate
number of lectures, and at least four-fifths of
the number of lectures of each series during the

. term, and pertaining to his year. I any student

The decision of the Chairman will be

who has failed to attend the required number of
lectures satisfies the Principal that such fajlure
has been due to illness or other good cause, the
Principal will make a special report upon the
matter to the Legal Education Commitiee,
For the purpose of this provision the word
“lectures” shall be taken to include Muot
Courts. S :
Examinations will be held immediately after
the close of the term upon the subjects and-text

term,

Examinations will also take place in the week
commencing with the first Monday in Septem-
ber for students who were not entitled to present
themselves for the earlier examination, or who
having presented themselves thereat, failed in
whole or in part.

Students are required to complete the course

i and pass the cxamination in the first term in

which they are requited to attend before beiny
permitted to enter upon the course of the next

| term,

Upon passing all the examinations required
of “im in the School, a Student-at-Law or
Articled Clerk having observed the require-
ments of the Society's Rules in other respects,

further examination.

The fee for attendance for each Term of the
Course is the sum of $io, pavable in advance
to the Secretary,

Further information can be obtained either
personally or by mail from the Principal, whose
office is at Osgoode Hall, Toronte, Ontarie.

CURRICULUM OF THE LAW SOCIETY
OF UPPER CANADA.

L A Graduate in the Faculty of Arts, in any
University in Her Majesty's Dominions em-
powered to grant such Degrees, shall be entitled
to admission on the Books of the Socicty as a
Studentat-law, upon conforming with clause
three of this Cwrriculum, and presenting to
Convocation his Diploma or proper Certificate
of his having received his Degree, without
further examination by the Society,

2. A Student of any University in the Pro-
vince of Ontario, who shall present a Cer-
tificate of having passed, within four years
of his application, an examination in the-sub-
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jects prescribed in this Curriculum for the
Student.at:law Examination, shall be entitled

to admission on the Books of the Society ns n |
Student-at-law, or passed as an Articled Clerk

{as the case may be), on conforming with clause
three of this Curriculum, without any further
cxamination by the Seciety.

‘3 Bvery Candidate for adimission ns a Stu-
dent-at-law or Articled Clerk, shall file with the
Secretary, un or before the fourth Monday
before the Term in which he intends to come
up, a Notice (on prescribed form), signed by a
Bencher and pay $1 fee; and on or hefore the
day of presentation file with the Secretary a
petition and a presentation signed by a Rarris-
ter (forms prescribed), and pay prescribed fee,

4 The Law Society Terms are as follows -

Hiliary Term, first Monday in February, lasi-
ing two weeks. :

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

Trinity Term, sccond Monday in September,
fasting two weeks,

Michaelmas Term, third Monday in Novem-
ber, lasting three weeks.

5. Graduates of Universities who have given
due notice for Easter Term, but have not ob-
tained their Diplomas in time for presentation
on the proper day before Term, may, upon the
production of their Diplomas and the payment
of their fees, be admitted on the last Tuesday of
June of the same year,

6. Articles and assignments must not he
sent to the Secretary of the Law Society, but
must be filed with the Registrar of the Queen’s
Bench or Comnon Pleas Divisions within three

months from date of execution, otherwise term-

of gervice will date from date of filing.

7. Full term of five years, or, in the case of
Graduates, of three years, under articles, must
be served before Certificates m“ Fitness can be
granted,

8 Service under Articles is effectual only
after the Primary Examiination has been passed,

9. When the time of an Anrticled Clerk ex-
pires between the third Saturday before Term
and the last day of the Term, he should prove
his service by affidavit and certiticate up to the
day on which he makes his affidavit only, and
file supplemental atfidavits and certificates with
the Secretary on the expiration of his term of
service,

1o.” In computation of time entilling Students

or Articled Clerks to pass examinations to be
called to the Bar or receive Certificatesof Fit-
ness, Examinations passed before or during
" Peérni shiall be construed as passed at the actual
date of the Examination, or as of the first day of
Term, whichever shall be most favorable to the
Student or Clerk, and all Students entered on .~
“the books of the Society during any Term shall
e deemed to have heen so entered on the first
day of the Term,

‘11, Candidates for call to the Bar must give
notice signed by a Bencher, on or before the
fourth Monday before Term., Candidates for
Certificates of Fitness are not required to give
such notice,

12, Candidates for Call or Cert ficate of Fit.
ness are required to file with the Secretary their
papers, and pay their fees, on or before the thivd
Saturday before Term. Any Cundidate failing
to do so will be required to put in a special
petition, and pay an additional fee of $2.

3. No information can be given as to murks
obtained at Examinations.

14. A Teacher's Intermediate Certificate is
not taken in lieu of Primary Examination.

15. All notices may be extended once, if re-
quest is received prior to. day of Examination,

16. Questions put to Candidates at previous
Examinations are not issued.

FEES

Notice Fee..............ooviinn, . % 100
Student's Admission Fee.. ... Viivies 50 0O
Articled Clesk’s Fee,........ viiiee. 4O OO
Solicitor's Examination Fee.......... 60 00
Barrister's Examination Fee......... 100 00
Intermediate Fee.....ooo oo, 1 00
Fee in Special Cases additional to the

above ... .o, RN V... 200 00
Fee for Petitions................. - 2 00
Fee for 1)1plomas ................. . 2 00
Fee for Certificate of Admlsmon. S 1 0o
Fee for other Certificates............ 1 00

BOONS AND SUBJECTS FOR EXAM-
INATIONS,

PRIMARY ENAMINATION CURRICU.
LUM for 1880

r—

Students-al-Law,

Xenophon, Anabasxs, B. 1L
Homer, 1liad, B, IV
1880, Cicero, In Canlms\m, L
lVirgll neid, B. V
Cmsay, B, G, b,t (x~33)




Xenophon, Anabasis, B, 11,
Homer, lliad, B. V1.
‘Cicero, Catilinam, 11,

Virgil, £eid, B. V,

Casar, Bellum Britannicum.

Paper on Latin Grammar, an which special |

stress will be laid.

) Translation from English into Latin Prosc, i
--—invelving aknowledge of thefirst forty exercises
in Bradley's Arnold’s composition, and re-trans- ;
i articles, hold any office, or engage in any em-
i ployment whatscever, other than the employ-

lation of single passages.
MATHEMATICS.

1
Arithmetic : Algebra, to the end of Quadratic ! ) ! !
geo Q i or partners (if any) and his Toronto agent, with

i the consent of such solicitors, in ihe business,
- practice, or employment of a solicitor.

- Equations : Euclid, Bb. 1., 11, I1L
ENGLISH,
A paper on English Grammar,
Compesition,
Critical reading of a selected Poem :
1889—Scott, Lay of the Last Minstrel,

18go—Byron, The Prisoner of Chillon ; Childe " . " . N
old's Pilerims i . ; respecting the Court of (thancery; the Cana-
Harold's Pilgrimage, from stanz 73 of Canto . dian Statutes relating to Bills of Exchange and

2 to stanza §1 of Canto 3, inclusive.
HISTORY AND GEOGRAPHY,

English History, from William I 1 to George |
H1 inclusive. -loman History from the com- |
mencement of the Second Punic War to the |
death of Augustus. Greek History, from the |
Persian to the Peloponnesian Wars, both inclu- |
sive, Ancient Geography—Greece, Italy, and |
Asia Minor. ModernGeography-NorthAmerica |

and Europe,
Optional subjects instead of Greek : —

] FRENCH, '
A Paper on Grammar,

Translation from English into French |

Prose.

:ggg}b'ouvestrc, Un Philosophe sous le toits.

1889~ Lamartine, Christophe Colomb,
o¥ NATURAL PHILOSOFHY.

Hooks - Amnott's Elements of Physics, and ;

Somerville's Physical Geography; s Peck’s
Ganot's Popular Physics, and Somervilic's Phy-
sical Geography.

Articled Clevks.

In the year 188y, the same portions of Cicero, | dence ; Byles on Bills, the Statute Law and

or Virgil, at the option of the candidate, as |

noted above for Students-at-law,
Arithmetic,
Euclid Bb, 1, 11, and 111,

, English Grammar and Conposition,

English History—Queen Anne to George {11,
Modern Geography —North America- and

. Europe, :

Elements of Book-keeping.

RULE 72 SERVICE OF ARTICLED CLERKS,

From and after the 7th day of September,
18835, no person then or thereafter bound by
articles of clerkship to any solicitor, shall, dur-
ing the term of service mentioned in such

ment of clerk to such solicitor, and his parther

First Intermediate,
Williams on Real Property, Leith’s edition ;
Smith's Manual of Common Law; Smith’s Man-
ual of Equity; Anson on Contracts; the Act

Promissory Notes; and Cap. 123, Revised
Siatutes of Ontario, 1887, and amending Acts.
Second Inter mediate,

Leith's Blackstone, 2nd edition j Greenwood
on Conveyancing, chaps. on Agreements, Sales,
Purchases, Leases, Mortgages, and Wills;
Snell's Equity ; Broom’s Consmon Law; Williams
on Personal Property ; (’Sullivan’s Manual of
Government in Canada, 2nd edition ; the On-

tario Judicature Act; R.8.0.,, 1887, cap. 44, the

Consolidated Rules of Practice, 1888, the Re.
vised Statutes of Ontario, 1887, chaps. too, 119,
143.
For Certificate of Fitness.
Armour on Titles ; Taylor's Equity Jurispru-
dence ; Hawkins on Wills : Smith’s Mercantile
Law ; Benjamin on Sales ; Smith on Contracts;

i the Statute Law and Pleading and Practice o
. the Gourts,

For Call
Blackstone, Vol. 1, containing the Introduc-

{ tion and Rights of Personsy Pollock on Con-
i tracts ; T,Story’s Equity Jurisprudence ; Theobald
©on Wills i

Harris’s Principles of Crimiual Law
Droomy's Common Law, Books 111, and 1V.:
Dart on Vendors and PPurchasers ; Best on Evi-

Pleadings and Practicr of the Courts.
Candidates for the Final Exumination are

i subject to re-examination on the subjects of the

Intermediate Examinations, All other requis-

! ites for obtaining Cettificates of Fitness and for
i Call are continued. '




