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S.JU1STîICE Fîî EA.,of -the Queen ýs
1%Ision in jIreland, bas I)een ap)1oit-

a Lo(rd of Appeal in ()rdinary in Eingrland.

timie of writing the bearing of this case iS

not (-oncluded, but the Court have expressed

an opi nion that the current of decîsion on

the Point iSo5 strong the other way that the

Court of Appeal alone could over-rule theni.

At the saine time the Court expressed tbenm-

selves as mnuch jmpressed by the force of

,Mr. ïMaci ennan's argument, wvhich, perhaps,

J)laced the question iii a stronger light than it

had been place-d in the former cases.

RECEIVTIM .EGJH EGSIOA %7S.

0f the April numbers of the Laie' Reports

there stili reniain for review, 8 Q.B.l). pp.*

317-444 ; and 7 P.ID., Pp.- 5-20 ; while the

.May numbers, whicb have now arrived, coin-
- D 1 Il 1 -P 1x

'l Hý,lhVsina CortoftheChncryPrise 8 Q.B.l). PP). 4 4 5 -5 bo; 7 i~ -

IE >viina outofte hncr 6o ;and ig Ch. D). PP,- 516-649.
~101 bave dis1)osed of the list of cases 0f the cases in 8 Q. B. 1). PP 317-444e

:st o1)ý'1 at the rate, so far, of a littie o ver Ro-/ v. D a-,a d ilornby v. Uardzedt,
wocases a dav. Four or five cases still i-e- ar ass on ])Oinso atc, andnd have al-
ai n for the suprecaesonpontnotpacry,

UPPlmenarylist commencing ready been noticed among the Recent Eing-
inJune 2oth. Judgment iii ost of the ls rcieCss urp oadp 3

lihPatiaCssslr, -ii adp 3
re-sei-v-. Few points of very seilrpctiveîY ; and tefr case eurn

otanc a)Iear y-et to have corne up. In v
JJeyer v. imotn o no tice here is Il Vigsell v. lie School for the

Dleadiîng w,%aits decisioiî as to the degree ofInietBndP.37

Part i.uîarity ~vt hc at audr MEASURE OF DAIAOFiS -BREACHI 0F CONTRACT.

the J uic th Ac, o ic at , onbs, pe In this case the owner of certain lands sold

Ings t'le rature of the titie to land whichi he them, to the defendants, who covenanted mn

'fltendcs to set up. In this case also, the the deed of grant that the land "shall be,

'que"ti0 Of the I)roper construction of sect. and be kept enclosed on ail sides abutting to

2 fk .0., C. [09, the Vendors and Pur- the land belonging to W. (the grantor), with

chsrAct is agaiîn before the Court. [n i a brick walI or irofl railing seven feet ,high."

vde Il.tb,ý dTzpaP~26 Ihe Court held the plaintiff entitled to judg-
th~ -Sv. fasbun,, as noted menta 1).ns 2o6eent frbeho

thrleaed Chanicellor expressed an opinion, etaanttedfnat o raho

tht thssection was retrospective. In Ley this covenant, and the question now before

V' Â.zdd NýIr- Maclennan, iii an elaborate them- w-as w~hat was the I)roI)er mneasue0

'been lent, e0 ltended that this could not have darnages. Tepanifcneddta h

îiiteide.d by the I1egislature. At the measLlre of such .damages was the surn it

ourtiat.
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EEcN' G j 1, 1.11,i J)EcIsIOý,;
C ourt ld co t to s ere t th s ' r e c. T h l ie m ention that xhere a statute required justices,,o rt h e d it w s n t s . T e a , P . 3 6 0 w h e n th y s h o u ld r e f u s e a n a p l c t o r a:-" he efect of bîngîg "ce se to se l eer, to specif in writing t han cti on peformdan ae eof tinstead of claiing a I)licant the grounds of their deci-sion, ýus pn eifi the r f o r a 0  o th e o v n a t is to w h e re a m in u te o f th e d e c is io n w it h, th ecOn rt the righ o te pro m n e o h r u d fi w s 1-ade and read lut bY the
ciontr at nto e a ight to have ('om1pensation in hairnian in rt imony, nd herule in such a case, stated in apicn b urt i topy pvsdeve tOf heI ts n i o0 s t g e n e r a l te r in s , is t h a t h ec t bli t f s t e C u t h eita tvnt e s e c e o f ain Y

Cntitled tohvehs a asaeeat the requestf b1 th 0 aplca o a writis th Cort eldtý the feence of the,t h e n a r y o t o f t h d i f f r e ni c e e t w e e n t h e r e a .s o n s f r t e d c i s i o n o f t l e J [tis t i c cs >te ttethe he1t c pa anti u)f th bra o te nice wvs a sufficient compliance witlhthecotrctan what it 'vould have been if the statute.the contract had een performed"» And theNClSheld that to assess this difr1 c ont wcs 
lof the Wall or fence is inadmssihîe on )rin-.1 In the next ase, G r-a/- v. E'n, p ~cipe b caue te eern nt f te cst o te the queston before the Court wvas wh.ther,

defendants might vary according to the inater- wherc a bona fd lb )o)rycntttd
ial of xvhich the Wall or railing xvas comîîosed, supplie liuot mper a fsiîr~ 5and therefore it Could not be the mleasure of bu /aProil abo7,e cos1 pr/ce, the ,,olley, proth en diff enc to the Ilaintiff "'hich is one duiced thereby goi nig to the gen ral fln s of

thing t rePrese lIts in " o sc se that d i*ffer- the club,ý - th *s 
-vs a s l l y r t î ithif theet h e . 1ut h r o r r v c w n th e c a s e s , m e a n in g o f th e l m j1). L c e n s in g A c t, i 7 2 ,hel tht) otwthsan(l ng that Pi v. (cf. R.S.O., c. 181, sect 39). 11 Court hield

~S/earman , 10 Ex. 766, a-t first sight bias the that it was not. Field, J., says " t'ri-
air of supportîng the plaintiff's contention, ahle to follo0ý' the reasoning of th~eîard
yet this contention was not supported by rmagistrate in saying that the questi on de-
authority. And they distinguished, j). 367, pends uipon whethe rntalrh a
thîe cases in which, in actions upon covenants upon the sale of the liquors. It appcars to
against incumibrances or to pay Off specific nie in)miiaterial Nvhethier the sumn a mle,,lber
incumrbrances, it bias been held thýat the dam-_n pays is e(lual to more or less than the C0st
ages are the dimiinution of the value of the pric'e. Th'le transaction does not becomne the
e.state by reason of the exi:stence of the in- m-ore or the less a sale on that accounit.
cumnbrances, and If the contract is to pay off Th'le question here iddGaf h ~ae
a spec i incunl)rance the Owner niay recover (SC. Of the club), "'ho supplied thec liquors tl'
the whole amnonnt although no dlaim bias been Foster, (one of the miembers), effect a 'sale'
made or damiages provecî. " In those cases by retail ? I think not ; 1 think Foster was r
there is a specific covenant to pay a specific owner of the l)roperty together w~ith aIl the
pecuniary comlpensation Th'le rigbit is to other miembers of the club. Any mlen1berhae noa q uesion y aînourt, aîid there can was entitled to obtain the goods on l)ayrue0t

bc o qestontherefore but that the l)ccuni- of the price. A sale invoîves the elemlenlt of
ary compensation is the very tbing to bc re- a bargain. There 'vas no bargain hiere, nlor
covered. " 

any contract witli (;raff w~ith fespect to theNiNi,ýEý ogoods. 
I cannot conceive it POssi ble

M IN T E S 0F lR 0 h )lU~th a t G r a f c o u ld h a v e s u e d b u n fo r th e p r c e

0f the next case oVtg. v. juisllices (,/ Gum11 Of goods sold and delivered. Tlhere Wvas nlo

berlan,d p). 369, it mlay be worth Nvhile to 1contract between two persons, because Foster
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"asVenorascwl as buyer. 'Taking the

the 0:e tob a purchase by Foster o)f ail
'l i r l l r r b e s ' s h a r e s i n t h c g o o d s , F' o s -

ter
in * iT1~ac-ow'ner as the vendor.

't aS a arsfer of a special property
tegoods to loster, which Nvas not a sale

î'vthîfl the ri-eanng of the section."

P387) the rcedc(liirn of a lease 1 rovidcd
for th )VletO da iernof a25 t1of /30 rent, andalk ei

"ils in case anv of the tra(lcs, occupal-
or thiîgs bercinafter covenanted flot tO

be carriedI ()i or donc ii o the prernIscs ,
Shhbe (ared oni or done." ''ie lessce

Covellaltc(l flot to carry on thé said trades,

Ct nithe 'case containcd a c'onition 01

re-efitrY if the sai(l refit of J-3 , or the sai(l

fuirfl er relit of /C,25, in case the sam-le sbotild

a hrey lIYablc, were i arrears, or in case of
brahof ('ovcnant. A hreacb of the al)ovc

COVeflarit baving occurred, the 1 laintiff sucd

ot vr(~ the Prmiises as i1)00 a lorfeiture
0f eb ICase . h w a contendcd tbat, 1 0 ii'ý

~0 OC edd~jU<~the effect ot the l)rovs«iisi
Of thu le'(se NN,ýL; tha1t of:1 an a'een ht thle

C55CS ngh arry on the tra<lcs, or (10 the

act 5Pcîfed,~n aynient of a certain addi-

reitlot that of an undcrtaking by the

fls ot to carry on the tra(lcs, or (10 the

(I~ lestion ;and that on the troce con-

trletlO of the 'case there xvas no forfcituire.

hC(OoIrt, howver, licld, in the words of

ltbwJ., that " the a(l(itional rent rntst

tl'at, ltc s a penal refit, b~ut flot as shewing
th'the carrying on of the trades in qulestion

fl rot at breach of -ovctiant;" or in the wor(15

0f Cave, J., that " the lea»e gives the lessor

t' rellledies ; flot tbiat both ('an I)e exercised

t0gether, becau use, if the for-feiture is jnsistcd
Or', therelfte no increaseci rcnt <'anu accroc,
anld, if the increase(î rent is receivcd, any ex-
15t'nig forn-< of forfeiture is waived. 'They are

alternaIti rernedies in mny opinlion."
'P'hj is the last case in this number requir-

ig ri0tj'ce here, IlI(y-u'ood v. The Brunse'ick

Benefit Budlr Socze/y, P. 403, having already

ben noticed, suf-a p). 17 5, as reported in 5 1

i, J. N. S. (Q. 1B.) 7 3. Proceediflg to the

last of the April nurobers, viz. 7 P. 1)- PP).

ý5--20, (/snV. 1)/on . io, s a case of a

1)e('liarly wor(led will.

-iti..FT V FR IN CASE F DI

The testatrix left property to ber sisters

Anni and Ian c, and said in " case of the de-

mise of either 1 bicrcby l)equcatb ail and1 every

portion of the said properto to the survivor

for ber sole ose and benefit during ber or

their nattural lifetlinle." TFhe l>resideflt pointed

otIt that the oise of tbe (,,ofi(,ll1diiig words of the

Nv'ill1, 'during bier or tbeir natural lifetiime," took

this will ooit of tbc gencral rule as to cases

whcre a bcqucst is mnade to a 1)crsofl Nvth a gift

ovCl' in case ofý bis dcatil (j armnaf on W'ills,

iki. 4, VOL. i.P. 7,32). And bie bcld--" Th'e

words " during bcer or* tleir- lifetrne "' cannot

be rcjcctcd, nor can they bv any reasonal)le

tranispositionl, if tbat werc al1ovale, be

Iiiimitcd in their cffcct, tbougb tbey are not

strictly graniratical, of indicating that tbe

estate inlst be taken hy thecse pensons for lite

011ly, andr that there is an intestacy as to tbe

neéversion."

AI>~ Ni tU 011 INS IXII F FNlJ h s.1).C. 46, ';- 54.

n ri/a 'ods I a/ pf i'se 3 tbie lre-

si(lcnt, <ioder an Impé])rial cflactineit, corre5-

pondtifg to tbe ah)ov-c Ontario enactient,

trantcd ,vbrflnistration of the estate of a

(le('ascd Nvifé, to tbe creditors of tbe de-

ceascd hiusbanc, *In onder to enable tbcmn to

obtain tbe deceased wife's sbare of tbc résidu-

ary estate of a tbird person, to wvhî'b ber

estate biad becoine entitled, in satisfaction of

thieir dcbt.

Thbis coni)lctes tbe reviev of the A1uril

numilers of the Law' Reports. Turning niow

to tbe May numrrbers of the Law Reports,

tbey are founid to comprise 8 0. Ji. 1). pp.

445586 : 7 P. 1). PP>. 21 6o; andi ig (Ch. 1).

CONSTrRUCTION~ OF TAI S <R'FOR "AN 0D.'

0f the first case in the above number of tbe

lune ~,
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Q. B.i). //rfo/tnBard ofJ r~Vv.
S/ced, it is only neceussarý, bo say that «ticase on the uO]strut'tiOnî ofaj statlte i ac
the C'ourt held '' Or " to inean '1 anti," akn
the rest of tu sentence '11in w'cil th2w'? r

or '' Occurred, tbe hj((t and in tenilt in
1en i)oî tion, and theu tpotî~ ro-

bibited bl)ig ('oUjlCel b\ tm- eord II or.'

''ibe (lecisiori in /i/xILdroP. 157,IS i)est 5ljOwn'I tu tollown' e2Xtraît fron)the judgnient ý( rovC, J. ) 'l'ie (luestion is,on1 xhat î)icpe a 1e re tu be assessed
In this caise, and whcther the dinjtjff is, Cn-titled to damnaLgs fir loss of' proiito asl
contractiihch he liad madie for the sale of
the goods. TFhis sub contract 'vas not knownv
to the seller at the timell of the salle, buit it xvasknown that the îîlaintiff had purchased tiiegoods f'or the Ilurpose of resale. On thesetacts 1 thînk the damag1"e.. ough"It nlot to h)e Soassessetl as to 'ncide loss of profit on the
sUh-sale. I n the prescrnt case, ail1 thatwvas known hy the defendant w'as that thegfoods were lmrchased m-ith a gencral inten-tion to re-seil them. If that cn~1e> ]s tobe taken as the test of the Sellerýs Jiahlt<

do ot se2c wliv in any case hie shouild not belialie, however sp)ecuLlltive the resale mjay, le.1 do not thiink such knowledge b)rligs thecaIse within ILzd<'j v. Baedl,9 l".x. î"And lie distinguishes the case 0f arisv.
Ihc/inon 8 C. B. (N. S. ) 445 on theground that there Ilthe exitne oftesb

contract w-as known to the seller at theu timeof the sale, or at ail evenjtýs, the fact w.askio*wn to the seller that the goods were pur-chased for a sl)ecilic Putrp)ose. ' 1 t mlay beadded that the head-note i this Case ap)peýars
incorrec-t in sayinu thiat Ilit was SheN" that thegoods were not prerlein the nikt

The case of le«- v. (J im11biedon Local Board,P. 459, proceeds on tlie l>rint'i1 le that a righitto demiand a 1po11 is an attrihitte at commnonlaw of ail public mleetings, that any qualified

l)erson rnayý dernand a poil1, an)d the ileet1lg
illay e enlarged so that ail persons dulY
1 U i îÎ e d l ia 11,y corne »in aîd take part in the
decision."ý

l'1S- A t LIN XIION - IN .XN V A lN

In ]'(,Çssoi v. avsp.470, t'le (illesttin w-as \Vitier, Mien the matters in diffei-
ente in1 anl action hiad heen referreti b>
('osenit tti anl arbtration, wbt> had foiWa

( 1tý11 sl" Ile o heplaintiff, ths o"I-d be
la CI to bc ia sumn reet)vcred in an action, -s0

as tt o n e w tlli I he m ean2 i ngti ) of I m11). 30 3 1
Vie. c.142, st'. ~,whichi says thatifian

a(-ti ' 1 tl>e plai ntiff shall recover a sa'n] e' lot
e x t e tlî n - a c r t a i a in o u n t , hi e is i tt t a

aes à4,34) 'l'lie Court heid tintitd;
1l)rett, L J., taiking' occasion to atîti that tileil

anr arl)itrator bias made an award uinder a
reference where "o action lias been c'11

.Scoll v.S/fsn P. 491, arose oUt Of ailac'tion Wii'h1roi)ably inost readers'v11
I-ciiciilcr. heactiton wvas for a lit>el 111)

liied by tile defendant of tiic a ltf
aillu-inr tha't the latter had extori cd a s111>1 of
_,5o0 fronil Admirai k'arr ( l>'n, 115 tii, tifg put>]isi denatr iattcr 0t isNeilson, anl actress, the], lajtuiy dead. It Wn
tried hefoî'e the L ('Cj and a s1>eciaIll jil>"w'henl the defenice set ul w-as that t>c a 'cg-.lii>ci wa ti ti. i'le Jury rturned a verdict
for the iatu In the case Il0w b)efore thle
Court the defuf d ridat clainied a iieW trialOr
the gi otîîd tllLt the L. C. J. milsdirlctcd the
jury i rejet'tiî>(- (i) evidence ot the 1)îaiiitiff S
general, bad ha at r ii) evidel e th
runliouirs to the saille effeet as the iibel col
llained Of wecre i general circulation before
the Publication of the libel. Tu ,pillil>-al
judgrnerit is that of Cave, j., wvho reVi"
Ser/iatiî, the authorities on the subject, jýs
-onsit of deei1sions relating to theadli5
bilitY of (i) evidence of relutatiofi ; Ni eV

[Julie 15 182
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of rniors ntisusicios t th siieas only indirectly, tending to affect the

sainme effect as ts dcaaîr iiater coi 1)anii reltation. .. Upon the whole,

Piainled of; (iili) evidence of particiilar facts both thic weight of authority and 1iriuiciple

o to "ho' the character andi disp)ositioni seemns against the admission of such evidence.

0fUS th îlanff. Ile then expresses his con (111) As to the third heati or evitience of tacets

Clsil " * roi this review o>f the authori- andi circumiStances tending to shew thic dis-
t eî v] he seen that thiere is a cofisi(ieral)le p)osition uf tlic plciintiff, both 1)rinci])le and

tl" l fu e - On anti betre discunsig authoril} scc mns ecually against ts admission.

the 1  urher It seîn .' desirabie to Cofisicr At fleL illost it tends to ]ffove, not that the

1k Pricîjes undJerly1ilîî' thei. (i> Sp)eakinglý 1 laintiff lias flot, kut that lie ought nlot to

eeerllY. tle kw recogizc/.s in ever lai~ have a goo re1iutatio 3, anti to admit evîclence

rhîto have th esiato ti hRl j, lis kindi~i effect, a8s was sait iij>e

sans in the OPiiiiioii Of others, unalffectcti I>y V. ýv 'ý1, i ice 2,35, to throw u1)of the

falSe sîateîfleîî toh 1dsrii niifscu]liii h difficulty of shiewing an uniform

false sîateîix.îî~~~ are Inacle Wîîhou t 13-W piie-irol)rict v of coniducl dur*glu hoeli

cus ai( daîî~; rsulîs to flic Pcrsoli Of ,\îîîoîî a11 uic c'asc- 'vich have becin re-

T xh 0 1 le y are di ce, lie lias al il t f a tio n 1 -1 cc iv eti th er e is nl ( n)~ I h c n l e i e i i

T  kI S d a n i a c , l o c e r l h c a s , s us t a i t i ( 5 1 ) 1 o r t o f toea n i i l i i Y f t h i s e v î tid e n c e ."

i)icIlîO't enlirely On the esti .n-, \~-HNIhN1 ~IF
whi U li va rviously lieli. ic coi Ili thie next case5, -V(i-ile v. -De/ries, p). o8,

Plain5of an iliN l ls repuitation, andio lk tlwponti qus ion as asflo.I an

seO ri(s (i3iiaesfo that injury ;anti it 1action o ýrtv-.Aoéean issue liati

~~c>î niîcna lhe jury w~ho lbavec dire<lecl to tietermiine w-ictlieir tlie 1 resent

f, lw'a this ames soulI( kiiow ifl- t'( plaintif - hac or hati not exec-iteti a cei tain

le mj,,ient. While flie suit of ?,o1-den v.

dusrvsIil the objection of liard \r'/ a ]eilig li iailflCliiii~

1)Q Ili lin if1 reniv uiicir tlic the rcltit actioni, clagigtle (ICciuiiats
OYte f r eciî,whc(rîJu*IreS ,tla ('1i]ia' to cltratUi plaiiiîiff, anti

P ai l f wu a ial f ts s la l b e lic a d e d , f or a ý So u U cr(1 tu e e î î î t a i î i g o n Il 'i

0fOliotiCe tlîat general evidence kîîuowîîîgo it lu bc a forp"Cery. 'Flie phiîitiff nlow

1311( h la ra er w i ciiiei a Ianst liii, sii t td, o1n the giouid of p)r*,iiee, r uc

0)f (bffIclty wltvrif lue is a o11aii1lion foi- tlie inîspectioni of tlue dlefeliIits of

gOoti lîlîr;l, riiiuiI ng pre*tl are((l wvitli a pinlt of flie siiorîlanti notes of tlie cviducice,

Il S ho hiave k uc xxii hlu, to proc tuat Nxilli iha Luati eî taikei for- tue 1 laiiitiff upon

pe,>~.~ ba '4,ci~od On prunil! tlue heairiug 0f a case <i of eu v. \rQn

eVd 1  It wofflc s'n la eirl 'lie Cout upield tîe piaiiutiff. 'l'lhe), sayý:-

<Cof rupdlation slioulc he aciiuitted, -\\'c iiik tlîat it does app1 ear Iliat tle docti-

011 hriî to the )c.(ISN leica eii eitn e wt a i%,oa d

I ittd ef(I( lcti lucu li ici - oilenplatiun of tlie pruscrnt actioni, anti

Iha 'l geat iijoiyof' tiose casesý, andc In oi-cer 10 assisI tlîe plaintiff wvlîo is a sol-

sra ad îîSs5on lias I ueei app1 roved 1w a 1(itîlr Ii ils col3tuct ,,iidl prosecutioli. If the

iJSsîijnîy0 i uie dJ< -e ex- plaintif f lias a cause of action against the de-

tci tdaîîcOpiiion ontflic îilicct. i11 As feilais it is maniest îuah it woul(l le iiiost

aniSUS evitiencer ruiiolirs hu ullrauit for, tlîe jlaiiitiff to be eîîableti 10

fi tSîîloiîs 10 tle sauie effect as chie île- silit to bis Counisel a full ancd precise state-

tha omriltr m'uilliidoi oliseunent of tlie evideîîce bie y the tiefeiîdants

PîÀ sucl ev1idlellce is nlot achumis-1 andi thîcir Nvitnesses at the former trial. We

2 3 3
j'Ille Itil
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are, therefore disposed togvecdttote
suggestion that the notes were intended toform mnaterials for the guidance of the Plain-tiff anid bis counisel in the prosecution o hpresent action." o h

inconsstent with the fair and ull)aed dis-
charge of hIS duties. The reason for thiS i 3plain, for It i-, impossible to measure the effe(-t,
great or Ilttle, thiat sucb a bias miay produce.

EUT(p OF 'EC O ,3 5.49.1), (where tinder su(, <ir-'F'he caIse of Rq. v. 71j Justicts <JGtCInstances, the Court hcid that the I)liliftlff,on ~ ~ a agnt ru ooatr-uId flot naintaîn an action for* "is
Y a m o t/ , . 5 25, aro se on a r0efo11,r c m i~ o o n th e g ro u n d t h aýt th e ~ 1 5 t c

1zorari to bring ni) andi quasb certainodr to for the contract wa corrlii)t), th1 armade by certain j ustijce< It appeared, that estaiblislhed Cnbsxcyat al s])eciali session for appeals igainst a poorrate, the chairmian of the ninw
1-î hos ~- ' I-UV I'I 1 NGwvas hilliseif aipcllant in, one of the cases for 0f % .Cuyp.4 a<~eIs

Ilearîn-, took part in the deiso ofai \'e the cilajiîna n of qutarter sessionis it , ceHlicass ece>t is Wf. \ bcn bi own cNe olvn ccss to sayý that, xveras te lîexvas Caile(l on lie lcft the l)cn< b ani wn t) o ir b l ht a i)riz 1ib siigl 
11

the body of the C'ourt and cofldhcted the that ai pursoris aiding and alietti1I,îg therejilcase biiu jf In (Uasbn~ te O(lcr thu tr tlitv of assaut, and1 that te <Oi11-s ît of
mlatie on thiese al)leals, bv wbc h a1 redu<1('tîoli th irosatai nrgd I7iigtii\vas mnade in the valuation, lici<t, J., isia'kecs the inlterchanLlge of lows does lot ajfford an'y
the foliwn- rcrnarks 'l'ibe adîniaiistru1tioi anlsNvUr to the crîînjnai.i charge Of tssauIIt,of Justce u lt flt oiy o I<e III- n tsA ' yt the iuajorty~ of' the Judgs lcd mlere vlal capable of b)eing- deiioiistrate ~ i ~< o tary l)rescnce at a figbit (ioes iiot ý1 a ,niiat-but flotbing slîould bc done by thosî' "h-o <mcr tur of law neceussirîy. renider persons 5

adisteritiî, ht to throw on it a sul) 
-1ai<~ tlgbt fanasnta ain nl ettiiig "doulît. It is îlot enough that [Ne conlusionî su'l' fight.arriveci at "as rîgbt, and tlhat it bas lueel 

ANDWIj' s, I III~

rived La on riglit i)rin('i-Plcs, for- ever\v pcrson 1I Pro(cediflg to ~l~<aiv. /wp. 575'
bavin a ersonai initercst Ini any fitititîîj this Case invoixeti the cntuct(In of tule f

or havini' a dlirect or indrc oiefiU o n vi I gi (lvi, mu iR tosîji a* ' i onII tti b'î Ille to, 111Y elest sonli ,. ail in 1
should lhstain1 frim puiting( hinsi* i sucb a wVl ttsoever andl whcurusoevcr dituatc ciri,
Positioni as that, unconsciotisiy to bin<11suif, a blis natu rai life, anid ahier bis dtes ~ i
bias adverse to thce (Ie dîijtri of iavwful issue andti bir heirs for1 cver il

justice iiilit take possession of is mlinci if Nie shouici (lie wîthouit leaviligau
Tins N lrincii de is acted on1 iii a caIse of ieýss Nomi in xvediock, 1 give the 1 sa(i elliimportance tban tiiat of the adii Istratioî) propurty to iiy sol, I. Iild bis hecirs for Vr
of justice, nanely, the .relation of princip<al The hquestion in dispute wvas \whetlier thea r( agn.Nobn is cicarer [ban [bat eldest son L. took an est.ite for liteof f
xvhere an agent takes a reward froni, tie other estate taie. (Cave, J., lield that the eldest 

5orl
side, or pots hinîiseif ini a position of having a took an estate for life, followed bY a relitlpersonal l)enefit out of the nîa,,tter in wbich dler in fée to bis iuea1uclarifhe ùad
lie is acting for bis empl)oyer, it is not fieces- clilidreîî Nomn in wediock, and a reinainderifsarv to shlo\\ any dainage resuiting, nor any fee to is brother E. if lie biad no sticb-1 chi[Niasin oin offac, i is enogJ~ to how dren. fle cited the ver>' important ca~se
that lie bas put hirnseif in a p)osition that is /1 fonitovmery v. AlUong*tllery, 3 J ones & '-at'
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47 nWhich l.ord St. Leconards lays it down

settled that a devise to A. for life,

rainde t() bis issue, with superadded
lI1flital'oni l, a mariner inconsistent

a tlC5'cnît framl A. Lvi 1iv to the word

Ide 1 t'l~je oPeratiori of a word of purchase,
add1 ~ hatwhere there are u1)eradded

Mords of hlmitation, and the issue can take

the f) andi th ere is only a limitation over in

acontnget event, tlic issue wilî take as 1)ur-

c. 'rs ccording La1 ,s v. 3losley, 1 y. &

5, fol; n prvosatoiis Cave,
J., thýt he asebeoreliiiiseemed ex-

4actlý. to Ifleet this description.
I~ ~ .IV i.IL XCU II,) CONTRACT.

Th~last case in this nuinber of the Q. 1B. 1).

v. Leauingi 1). 5 79. which reqilires
a rif notice. An Imperial enactment, de-

Cidefi to be flot nierely directory but iml)era
tivec, required evcry contract made by an

Urba)il sanitar, authority, over a certain
arrîount )to be not only in writing but seaîed

with the coninon seal of such authority. The
,defendants, an urban sanitary authority, cml-
Ployed the l)laintiffs to do certain work under

a cotrt, in wrfting but not under th cm

aflId the defendants hiad the benefit of it. It
'Vas coten-dcd that under these circu nistances,

the defendants were at ail events liable to PaY

for* the work at a fair price, and cases were

Cnited to Shew that corp)orations are liable at
10onlaw, quasi ex con/rac/a, to pay for

thrk ordered by their agents and donc under
teraulthorit. T1he Court of Appeal, box"-

e2ver, u1nanilloîsl. hieid these cases not in

Point, for that they hadc tîhen to construe and
ap)yan Act of Parliarnent, and if they Nwere

to hol the defendants liable to pay for xvhat
haid bee donc under the contract, thcY

ieffect be repealing the Act, and
depriving9the ratepayers of that protection

irlnetintended to secure for themn.

for ti?'-Y L. J., observes, P. 585 "it is not
Ils or any other Court to decline to give

ityflt to a1 Clearly expressed statute, because
itMy lead to apparent liardship)."

1PRACTICE CASES.

The cases in the April number of the Pro-

bate D)ivision, 7 P. 1). pp. 21-60, are ail of

thern either ecclesiastical or mnaritime cases,

and do not appear to contain anything re-

î1airing notice here. L

'l'Hi, bill for the admission of lawyers fron,

Ontario to J)ractice in Manitoba has no'v

passed the legislatUire of that province, so that

there will, probably, soon be a renewed

exodus of mi-embers of the profession to that

somiewhat unînvitiflg promised land. For our

owl lpart we would prefer to look on at a

respectful distance. Stili, as the latest ad-

vices from- Winnipeg report everyofle happy

and l)rosl)crous, mnany more enterJ)risiflg

spirits will J)robably accel)t the invitation

tendered hy the legisiature. T1herc .should

be no difficulty in gettin, the City Solicitor-

shilp of Orbbyn Cit y or the City of Manches-

ter to begin with at any rate ; although pro-

bably WVinnipeg lias more lawyers to the

square acre than any other place on the

face of the earth.

REPORTS

RECENT ENGISH PRACTICE CASES.

(Collected anid prepared by A. Il. K. Li, WioV, ESQ.)

JACKSON V. Lî'FcHFIEIA).

Julif. O. 9, r. 6; 0. 42, r. S- On(;t. liales 40,34

/ud'ncn aai nst f ai tnt'iv- LaCàion oj 'on-

strucil o JdC/(l'r/S

la an action against a partne' ship firn, judgment

cýiOflt be enterc<I against an individual inctuber of the

hirii w'ho lias mnade ,Iefault ini appearing.
IApril -, c'. of A. 1.. R. 8Q. Il. 1). 474.

In this action the writ Nvas isstied against a

partnershih) fiir in the naine of the firmn, and

was serveci in accordance w~ith the ruie and order

on one of the 1 )artacrs. AIl ihe partriers entcrcd

an appearafice ecCCIt one, against whonm the

plaintif ni)vCCi ta siga judgifleat separatcli, for-

xvant of appearafice.
The I)ivisional Court refused ta alw this,

and the Court of Appeal now upheld their dcci

s ion.
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o n B t i . : r J ' l o o j . ' t h e -s o l u t i o n o f h i s < l U t'es t i o n i l î < y t h r e a t e n i n < , t o , p u hl l i s hI d e f .ti l l at o r Y

o n e ,ý s l e a h t e J t l , i C t t i j r e O r d e r s a n ( i I n a t t e r o f N l i s s N e i l s o n , a l , i a c t r e s s , t l î î c n l a t c î Y'
R u l s , nai n . 1a 9ce i i , a a i n s t a fi r n b y t h (_ t, ' t l

f ir n \ u f e w s f o t k n o w nl t c o n ,, ,n fo n la \,; : jn l T h e c a s e x a s tr i cd le fo ie th e ' 1_ C .j .a n d al

1h i S a n c w p r o c e e d i n W . . i a i , l s týS a t s i ) 2c c ' l j f i n i t e i f n e s t 0 [ w a h t t h

<n1111q law hichj aie Ilot [îrûo\- net for andlî î]eti ic the trc. hl(e su et urncdwa t aj ud icature c\tsi thte (Ctdn~ are to let wa< ''erd. t'i fory thte aItntf
they were bcfon t t \ N ant no ail no ci Cei.1  ))Vlai med a n eo trial on th,with ti t jOtt in A'' vee n pti gro id tii t the L'. . J. inisdircted t îe jury' ifiin s r W < bc dis ' j1 a rep s i l the p rocecd- rejct-tins4h , cid n c of th e 1 ]I l t f 7 e C >1

an1te )ps 
ai bî) 

i-uoiur

befgefiS ttih

c o e <s <i a i li' a thme Acaobtoi!thi tti ( evidUnce that t11n n
Th r Pi t' u 1 11 01 . 1tfO tas s A . , saie t1% c a the !Pl cina f u e i

arialc y i V e h it11h w j dgn n s g ns ic c l ton b f r h publîatio fi th
tho he b plt i , ii(r h r is a i i :st th e fil-nn , ut th e hib e.

th'rfîîetu as in Wh h i o to hb' tftert.t 
aIaitEv1111ISt be (ete niiied ccorjjj, -- U iler ourl ljc\w procedt-ire~

rules of tconstructtion w hich 1 have eflunciateti defendant intenddto reply otiglt to have 9P-
The rule at r'oniînoîi ha i that thte iudgint'ît pCtret i n les l)eatlings. B~ut tîiere hati ltcfil n0
mutst folloîs or accort! with [le w rit. Ulinder the notice uipon the statenîîtnt <f nefence iln this case
Juditicature Act and t (ý< rth'r, te "rit iflay he that e\idente WOffld blx' o)fierti at tîe trial Of the
against the fInn. Therefore, l)y analogy, the niatte rs îvith rset to îvhtch. the ruiing of the
.hudgnient înuLst bt' against the firin. 'l'lieL.C J. is conliplatinlet of, a<nd on thisgod
only niode oif putting stith jUdgîî-ieî't iftitXtt r flii) htteeiines's grounrîtioln is by proct'cin.ute inp o uNcu aumIeilo ta h vdnc vsPoel(i O n t ul e 4 ) I h t r i P i t s t l î e ' ' i C A V E , J -- - T ] e d e f e n d a n t p r o p o s e d t o p r o v e

t i n i i y ' i S u e ''a g a i n s t a n 1 P e r s o n xv h < î h a s- c e r t a i n f a c t s s ' i h h î l ' e r l a t t ' i .l , b u t
a n Serven as a ar evith a 

o'ttfSfu1<~ hs *a'siee nt saeîr referred to in the
antiha' faledtî aper-" It is 1101 necesstr} Pladings, as requir-e(t y nî. O. 19

tO tCtt'i'îi now xvhethcr such service nILs bC (O)nt. Ruh' 128), anti it appears to tnet that 011
personfal, though I stili incline tI) thinwý it inst that grountij titeir rejection 11-i"lthv belSbe.~~h Ian 

hee\, opnunte
be. 'n îri' opinion te jur"îîeît Il tis Ptrted, lat they been itateria, xhich, oie r

action must folloîxN' the "'rit antI lit agai st tli'I hv at lin hyseent
firiii, anti then execnîtion iîîay issue atga1*.i the [OE-îeIu.azlOt 

ue r //

firni, anti against every itititlneleruita/y/cta/ 
lee/afot W/i/c/i areSC

either \'ithtîut or after leave giVen to (Io su. t/1i caste reýr.îr(î/î, tuie '/msii/ of certaîfl[N0T.-j,,. 0'. 9-ý-6, a';i Oý/t Ru/(e 0oa- e7'd'il-c, artJri/e q/lest/'on off /ead1*1// t ' /5
V//ia// cdiil, ttIvii Iip. (). /2, r-. ,(/i/ /0/'!i <I//lOIg I//e Rece,îî 1/tug/îlsh I)iions.OîtPU/e 3,16 areC idenfict'î/j

SCOTT" V. SA-MPSON. 
SANDERS v. SANDERS.

1 1/i/P. O. 58, r. j-RS. O)., c. 38, sec/. 22.
. .9z, r. /--0/1t. Reu/e 

-128hr71dnc I>/eac//nçtp
Facs 10 Sliet.That, uipon a case heard on admissionstos wliO

If in an aiction o>f lils'l a tiefentiant <tesireç; to give aîtvisci one tif the lparties, put a construction upo the
evitince of gencral reputation, or any otht-r ia-turial admi~~ss<in, wilicil they have silice fuutl is not a right
facts, hie nîlust stîew uipon bis staternent of <lefence that construîction, is nuot a sufficient grouinî on which ta

il, is bis intention lu offer sîîch evitience and to reîy on appi1)y for leilve to atîtîce furtber evidence, on aPPea'suchmatria fits.uncter the atiove section.[Mar-ch 20. -L. R. 8 Q. t. 491. [Nov. 29, C. of A.-51 1L.J.N.S. (ch. [D.) 276.
The actiton was for a lihel puhlisied hy the This svas an appeal froni a decision of MalitiSi

defentiant of the plaintiff Iacliiig that the latter V.C. The case was trieti upon admissions. The
had exturted a surn Of £500 froin Admirai Carr thuestion at issue was whether the plailiti ff

kî't'N'' Et;îsr RACI'ICR M~

[prie,
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Nori.s 'cr. ('.,INA1>1AN CASss

bac 1)~tttnnt~ C1 on1 to ('ertaîn propcitý o f$70 i n l

Cenl)rrd y heStatute of LÀimdon. pp'll1 '4

.5'"/SQ. .,for appellant : It m ujjst 1)C s- v\1" ', va s 111

on th e, adm""ssi- 11- that fro ni 1833 to 1864 ac u h r

ole tenant 'l (O tonion wnv s i ni P ose si onl of thc 1)01 tilt issue o

'otret. itbu Ifth aclmitteci IJd that t.

litent Paym en11t for fifteenl an d .1a hnlf yenrs il; s L11  in for e,

l'nln cl*ise, 'I pres Unptjoîî of ronu nluing pny- a liciistC Nvith>

'Cel ask for lcave to atiduce furtber ridelce presrrih0> the
18 o65 th t i t tor ' 20 Yenrs re iolisly (0 lic / a n so, t

\ 6 ( e 0 v as no0 pa Ym ent of a ha f of th e rents. P'rovi ncrial A c

for( 'x~t NIr Fliggins bas ;11)l)lic>i lîrrose tor- t!

r eie oprOditie aditionai evidenre to shn P)yonlv t()

(b a t ese ad is 5 n> 0  d o o t gv u n o rr et V i e mV C itv o f l[ib r c e

f t'le Crî ;î ase , lîasin g bis ap p lirctio n (> n i 1). jng ((f nil ilir

g i 58 , r ' C,( . . ) . 3 8 , S e r t . 2 2 . 'lh ti 0r ti

estht C ourit PoWer to allow suh C ilf. t t) ('rl! o l

an"'ttil but oniy mhcn there are spcil

specal lotd areintî
SPecai rotî~~5arethere for the.' present na)pli-

ca T0 ) 'lat tlîo se mho atixiseti tht tiefendant W

P t î t a o n t r u c tî i o n i lp o n I h c a d m i i s s i o n s m 'v b î r h,1 ( I
the, 110 in i s nSfot tht right aOlld 'l'li aon, an

" ( % ' w n to w rn ro u n dic b u t th a t is o t a 1 s U ffi- T h t oa p p e ln
C i e n t 0r-t n d f o r t h s a p p l i c a t i o n . o f a d M rk, b

M. R., andi Lt ai, L.J., ronrurreci. triitii mark,)\'

[No11, ~ (O. >ýS, r-. 5, aliJd - ~ huiih t

22, <We >jý jegal J //r fan*11 o /0~e pernn 1 ;« tht \V(

9' Latntry' BýaI

mu's 'stanlp(d o

qOTIES OF (JANADIAN CASE&f crits mnanufalt

IN AI)'VANCi IiY OR DIR OtF THE LAWV snpc and gen(

lajIeci sbrin a

S)j k " N E OURTQV ANA)A. forciwnd to roi
I)kEml,ýcouRl' o, CAADA. liest ' \werr st

pro"' c. benti, nnd the

I:> V. L c;iî'.beati. At thttr

V >ctica. ,sec. (13 i . but it mus sll)V

Cdp. j, Sec. [I(. 1 ;O.JL knom", asktcl

sec.5 ~(m.)>// / farcc- "C/y' ui)r of iii
f lheac soap.'

1iMaY, 1880, B. applicci to L, a1 iiccnse in-

SPectr, ") O)an a license to keep an inn in- the //, lE]

cit Thrf '17 ixes, protiuring to L. thle neces- jtîtgImtflt of tl
sý1rY Cetifea and tenderîng i' u olr n -sol"

5ry er 1 fi.1~ c-3,sc 63, anc1 ývi refuseti Court, that the

t a , 0>c e *e By th e latter A tt it \as provitti ap)i)llalts' trac

th t n adclito n to tbe fe of $, a fce of $200 anCI that the ap

Qued e Paicl in the Cities of Niontreal and jtînctiofl to rte

ea fee of $8o in other cities ; andi a fée the de0ice adoj

Ju, îS

î'orporated (00115. TFhis \vas re-
- 3 \ct.~, cap. 3. andi no pro-

adt for other c'ities than. NLontrtial

B. obtaintd a înandanius to colU-

f a lirensoi.

4 (;o 111. cap. 85s, sec. (Ip)

1and thnt 3. mwns fot cntitd to

tî pvm't of the.' fet of £1 i6s.

reb\'.

1>att undicer thec above incntiontd

ts, l_. roulti not have igranted( a

C ('îî of ''iîrr Rivers, as they

N nrnd n (I thîlbt, andi the

Snv-s \\-as nlot vi thîni tht inean-

for tht nIpptlint.

c resp0l)d'nt

USLUV. I)À1RIANG.

lits 111, nllfacttîrtc anti solti cakes

îg stainpeti ther-coii a rtgistcrtd

icrribtti ns foilows Ahorst s

,h ti wercl tht \vorcls "'FTli 1n-

rcls Il Tracc Mark, 0 on cacli

nnd unclcrneath it tht xvords

%"11-. Barsalott & Co., \Montreitl,"

In tht o1)vtrs sîic'. Thec respofld-

itreti cakcs of soap similar it

eI-ti n1)ptilhtîce to the apllitts',

cl therton i, m împcrft't tinirorn's

'os henti m-ith a strokt on tht

rt ta hlorn. , 1' w ieNorts Ni try

aird mie On 01) tn c side of tht

wý\ortis Il A. Bonni. ils St. Ijoifi-

"i'' alntiry "ovrr anc
1 under tht

ial tht tvi(i('Ice- must contr-a(lirto',

vil that tht npe>lhtfts' s.oap mu

for andt pnrrbased b3y agrt

iteratt persons as thte "Iîorse s

zy>, J., dissnti1t.P) reversillg the

le t >uens Bý'cnrh (ap1)Cal side)

the' jtîdgn)tlt of the Supecr

re \vas stîr i n imiitation of tht

e miark as to inisIcad tht public,

peilants mvcre cotited to ain in-

strain tht defendants froin usbng

)tct by thenî, and
1 tluat tht apptl-

[supt. Ct.
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lants "',ere entitled to dansages xhc eeFo oaSoitassesseci at $i(00. 

CONEIiRII LIFE ASSUANC Cov. ScoiaI>y4ule and (u'ffýTn'on, for. the aPpeilants.CO 'AR,,,1Ns.lRNClC-

reSpond tnt s. 
I>/1r the7cr o'---o/ù'j' /

F rom Xts' B ru n w i ('k. I) e/ivc ery 0//o/ yi j0/i /î'i Ivr 0

M uSot<1 1 V() M. ~ sel. JO H N- AN n O n dfn a ctio on a po iU 'Y the ppc t" 
LANoxî1  Osp an Ciaineti that the 1)011CM mus I t\CI-c de-

<1/d ~Veý 2/0 07; ida 'dt tht îP'enlst.111 had isever i)ctnfor( (tSl/10 / 1/rî;tq/7 andIl th7tt it I not a 1)erife(t'tCt tontract lue
lanu't>l f'n/2/ (/)L//~/j j tw'en the Pairties. Thl « il ý; frolss"f T17' t n rd i'' 1/2 fd b f1r t o a ifax, to, th c age'nt It iaia,

</Ât'~ l'r C/y ?/''St 'oiî;/- rtcei\'t tle Prenitîni andi c'untrsign the, 150 icy,/'/aî'bîy ?/ 2' (/7)' <t/t/t'O/)0rtj~,j nti lti'r'r It to the party entitled. TlIW 1 C~ l'tlie 41 vict., chi. 9, intituled ('An At tIseXeLIItlý ge h oi-sMiden andt î'xtî'ntî cetll ut, and on OneCitNv Of st. Johnl,"l authorizet i snlss~ "Ti pOis o ai nts ontuUPointtd hy thter (Ip 1tvrorîC) 15j IlO ais'i hyles OItrsi
'i o sestht, age t Id-, C(uttrsîgned this- daY

<)"ntrs Of tht 'ani m,1ho 'vOuld luf --- 'gett h ' fnt." 'lhti agent, in his tV'cilIt'the m7idening of th'stets n in tte r ý ' aliti h(' (liXrtt tht poii('\' to w. O'I)., t'leoni the extension ti stet' iind in ofei rut' r it'st\ srnIO -(tlie-iieji tisc
street tht conm nissjoîutrls su aipitd 1ss<t tl5gh ttItt ~ eiiiott'tatise benefit to a certai n lot aIt $41946 anipti1'imsiat îlot i)ttn pýtit1. lsin tistir report tise naisse O f tise alJJ îsl'ilnt, M fud tn g V.Q )' paltrs alfter isis tiîas the owner. 'l'ie a;tjuîOît so «(52stt 'sti~ 'îutsgnt [h oi~ vstatdi
hc ilaiti to tise Ofroîaj, ut tittit\', if n(nuJ t uer, 1 72, anti tht first jsrtnsuit b~oi avesvas ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ i tht tdîx fttRttise f''. î ie iy ear tc, tie 18t()'thr 74,

hy tise itv to isstut txectltit)n anti itvy tht saI5R' d.ti tht îoth Juia j u73 lis)e s
Apîueiiant, IitiS0Iifi itsstsse'd muas fot tht 0%*1l 55( ttilefore Jmtof tht iant. After notice to pay, S., tise Rt'eix't.r anii- ~\ ug s')nil J cvitirl lejdÏ
of Taxes, on dt fauLlt issueti an exet utin 0 il, " tht i 3oo at his uin t of sPo<Cftor 'aîst of goods tise appeiîaîst mu,-s arr std lbY tile SîUrensse Court of Nova St'Otiît. 01
anti iinprisonel uîstil lie p)ait tht aiOuInt att tise is pea i to tise i prein Cosurt of Canada it %vasChanslutrîaiîsfs office in tise City' Of St. JouisI.hl as foiomsTiut action \\,as for fatise iml)-Sri)oIsslellt, anti fo 11tll,(otNI anti 1 -;N Jj., is'tIssoney hiat andt r'eciveti. 'l'ie~ir fouîsIjil 15 vr- flg) isat tht evitience est'îhl'sidte cdit't fosr appeiiaut on tise irst t'tunt against luotisppa

ticfesdanst s. 
ai aCottsîlettd intenent kî1nd tisre facte

I-e/ , revtrsuîug tise judicgînec st tsf tise Stîu leise sisould he a iiosed. 
' a

Court of Nem' irniT'î) at tise "'rît of eS- Per ( \V'NNE J.: -'l'hat tht instrulst
ccto hvn buiexteu-Lteti hs' S., a SfervanSt tsf telivereti as an t(''7 to tihe agent. ,,o t(5 bc

tht corporation tindter thit ton tnid, AStistîtt an tieli\''eti as a lui ntig pi îicy to W. 01D. , 1litii
lgaai th rt to andI( 

c ad

lejUstif\' its issue, ajtise ('Or- tise premîtînssoid hpait ~usdntil tis agt
porlution liaving 1(thsptec'i tise îO't Of tIseir off] cert shtsuld, us testinosy~ theret{ t'ouîsttraig tise
as tseir ocin ly receîving ausd retaining tise yoliqcy andt that tiseir \Nus no suffleitnt tOidtîStt
imoneN' Pai anti autisorzing. Mcs.,s tiisclsarue rto tiivest tht instrunssnt of it orighmSt ciaracte

frtun ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 1 cu t t y o i f e u's paynseît, tie ,,~ % f an ee 'row , and to istsd tie tiefndaists wete
tiict is favour tsf tht aiclint for $63;36, agailist hotînd hy tht instrtîllnst as ont <OMsptthotis responîdenîts oni tht first count sisuud standt. an'ut' ud dtis'reti as tlisir tietd.(2e/on QC., for itppeiutS 

eu. Q.C., and Leei', Q.C., for' apcillalts-1h.Yiak .C., for resptsndeîsts. 
Z'oI'k2fo, Q.C. for respond'ît.
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SUfl Ct.1

xi>V. lANE ET Ai.

phis VaS ail action of rel)levini for 1,440 l)gs
o nl a lot of and knMo W1n as the J ohîî ,tonl lot,
f(1 Ilrton )nhp N. S. L. t ai clainied

titc to the ladIi u estion. Lnder a paper titie,
oci Cltiiilcd tha't

t1(,lotthey hiad beenl cutting logs 011

t'lrlo i" (îI-lesti Silice 1875, mund haci biLIlt t1

I helt ,nd also a catiij). In 1877th
~ii5 Soine 900 logs fromn the J ohnstoti

t, d Pn u it tîletu on the ice xitîuin a i)ootil fron

4n "5140 c1 frin01 the main and. McD. claitîied

~itl \V;t . 13. 1i 1 87 3, at ýLto w n m eting

"t Wi s tol\-d, without any anthoritv, that cer-
tmi irS O tl)uoititecl Iv the ietm n g, lbc ci-

Poceito sedi an'd giea \varranty tieti u lanids

li 4 \ 'ca lt la ndis, an d i dc er that authoritY

s)lc to S. . 1B. a certain tract of land. Th'le deed

0fal U s ccovmpati ed liy a po wmer of 1ttot -

iey t 2iilow ri S . p . I ai(. to askd niand
o i recei\e ComTpenstio ni antid an a e 11ron ll

Pr05liiihle for trespasses cot'otiitted on the
d srioctl in the tleed. 11) 1877, M l.

-'OI ti i de S.i ti.,ct onf this tract of la ndt

1Ip'\4r1tls O>f 2,O0o trucs, 500 of wih v-cctO

the Johnston lot, Nhichl he als() putt oit the ic-e
Ottsideadisd .I(/'5î<ii andi thenl

Cli 01 e nd holie l as is om, n esse

ofd thewolrtasove then, anherepon I

tOok ts of L.rit o rciioein thinter hch, bing

tI aleto dlistingu"isît thenil aIl, they took mil they

ct in d enîl, 'n enou)Lgli to nlike ttP t he t iî

be clseîv onf tht cJ 1 ohnston lot ani by theinselVes
e Ce lre.

lLij lhm t \,cl). had sho vn no tîtie il' S. 1>.13

t'v 4 l Johimiston lut, and that L''iunder hî

SaWrong dor;and that L. et ai, being i
Pto>îPssessioni of the J ohnstonl lot, the titlŽ to

as it lîy thetn as well as I)v Nc) rse

t as.> u il, Ii et. (I a, mvhIo were therefore t'n-

ti 0 o c over the wmhole of the lom45 mn this alc-
'er 1) replevîtî

î(îs S'IRe N; J.:- IThat ail the N\'rty1whse
1sutîî inttŽinglecl Cali reqttire is tlîat 'le

Nui4 h Pernliittecî to take fruii the w'hole an

ho lili o n ntiîler and qIality for those vlicli
h e o r g j ' ý I I o s se s s e c l .
P)ers 0-l J.: :1-'-it wehere the goods of tNNO

dirSi 0 , 'l So intertîitgled that they cantiot be
Jttuishect the îlam gives thme entite prOpertyl

%ithout any accounit, to hinil ,,hose property îvas

orîifi1i~ nvded, and its distinct character

d est royed.

8:1, 2C. for appellaltt

CoMM(IN)N iPLlIAS DiVi-SION.

EASTER STIt5

TiiI' ri (,lEE C. Oor0l.

blý an inclictineflt for murder the prisofler

plcaed pla ~allnfg the array of the

Panel, NwhiCh pîa as deiurre(l toadjug

niet iivn i faorof Ille Crown bvN the lcarned

judge holding the Court of -1 yulr, nd erviera

wîho, at the recjue st of th e P lioir rs te as
ca'se for the conIsLultltion of the Col""'()"lea

I) iv is io it .- 
o b 1

li/,tiat this \ivaS nlOt a iittCeob rsre

under (. S. LI. C. Ch]. i1127, and the case was there-

fore dijrected to be quashied.

Sellblc, per WIi.St)N, C.J.: _That a WVrit of

Error Nvas the propcr renîcdNy, ind that it nvould

lie to cither the (Ineenlls 1Bench-I Division or

Coil0fl Illeis Divisioni, and îiot to the Court of

Appeal.
8v te i)niîioiiAct 32-3 \ict., ch. 29,

sect. 44, the relation of jurors in, crimninal cases

is authorized to l)e in aceorclance wvith the Pro-

vincial laws, NNheither passeti before or after the

comin into force of the B. N. A. Act, sub .jeet,

ho'vever, to an), Provision in any Act of the Par-

liatuent of Canada, and in so far as such lawvs

ar' îlot incoî 1sistenit with the B. N. A. Act.

13v the P)rovinc'ial Acts, 42 \'ict., ch. 14, and

44 Vict., ch. 6, the mode oif selecting jurors inl

crimmnal Cases as J)rovtdled for by -26 '<jet., ch. 44,

the Act i forc beor an t the tinie of

Conféderatioli ias changeti by excluciing the

Clerk of the I 'cace as o)ne of the selectors. and

requirinég the selectioli to lie nmade only froni

those qualitied to serve as jurors whose surnatiies

began wi ti certain aiphahetical letters, mnstead

(if froni the whole body of those conipetent to

serve as previously requtired. The jury in ques-

tion were selected under these Provincial Acts.

.Semble, that the 31-32 Viet:, ch 29, D)., m'as

not ul/r-a vires of the Domninion Parlianent,
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anti that the s'ceton ia-dc in accordance 'vithjthe Provincil Acti w,'as vld
h ?'g, Qý.C., for' the Crowtl.

ilufifor the i)risur

Retease a! toî q\",/. f/t trStt
1 c

Ridle l'l
I n a n action for Wtoi-k (itnu and illýîI-jt1] al Pvideci, etc., to wlîic defendant pleated c Inyerindehted and payrnent. ()Jo the cause uîigon

for trial, a settle aent wva, ('fected bv the (îfu'nc-ant payling the piaintiff $2,5oo, and r(ceicnrelease fron>, the piaintiff, expressed In the iostgeneral ternis, to be n foul of ail deimands. Sul)-seqtiently the Illaintifi wýýithiout having repaîdthe $2,5oo, and haviîîg refuscd to do SO o11 thedefenclant's offering to give uip the recisase if licwoului repay the nioney, contencling, thiat thîe s;iidrnoney payrnent xwas not the wboie cons deratiO1 ifor the release, but that the piaintiff, in addition,was to receive an appointiicnt in the civil Ser-vice ,vorth $2,ooo a Nelar ga s;I-e notice of trialifor die next assizes. 'l'iîe (lefeildanit thereuponapplieul to the NI asteýr i Chiainber-, to set asiclesucli notice, and stay ail procceuiings on tucground of the reea e eng in seulemnent of ail(leinands, or to let In th'e defenldant to plead thesaid relcase ;and the Master miade an ordersetting aside the notice. 'Fle l)laintiff appeaîlerlto Mr. justice Arinour , in Chamnhers, .vlio, On1the îî th April, inlade an ordci setting aletheMaster's oruler, anud PerniittHug the defenujant,but on that day, tiî îlead the release, with leaveto the plaintiff to reply, anîd directing the caseto hc entered for triail ;at thie Assizes-, ou i 7thApril following. This ordeî was taken ouLt hvthe defendant and the rcleal,e Pleatded, and thecase subsequently entered for trial andi afuer-wards Inthran lu asîer teri followig thedefendant inoveul by way of appeal, against Mýr.justice Aîrinur's order.
l-etd, that under the 0J. J. Act, rule 414, it IvasflotNessential that tlie allihal shulld be miadewithiîî eiglit days from tùîe inaking of the oruleron. the (mnie calenular.
I-e/d also, thiat the defeîtuant, by taking outMr. justice Arinoîr's order and taking a benefitunuler it, 'voulul, according to the general ruleand practice, bc precluded froin rnovingagain

5 t it.

N

LAVIN v. LAVIN.

byn y;î bj' tsbam/ tm~'lC
T he c ve ice by a hîsland to his iife,

evecn of al his property, blas neye r )Ceni (tîeeined
to iîfringe ajny ride of Public polcy ules 5vlîecre
it offends agaý"iîst the statutes of Eliza) ýtl hthe l)ankrupicy or imnsOlveulcy, 1a. stPsettleilients, like aLil other volunjtary tranact<ilS5
are valiju and binding1b, si) far as the partes 'Ire
concerneu, and eauI Only lîc inipeaclieci as frad-
tuent as against others. Nor eau such a et-
filent be lesýs effieacious because the %Vife bstholul for the h)enefit of heriseif and thle childrefll'baU t 15 offly aniother ioce of ca ryn Out the

hsantis dti, to iflaintain andt provide.
'l"'. ( ise for tlhe plaintiff.

let/ss'lh, ().C., for the defendant.

MIARTIN 
V. MCýAl,]JNl,:.

The bill in (is case \va 1y on executioi crdi-
(or ii-npea.chliing a jucinient obtailied ulP01)
cognovit givexi by the defendant Farreil t bdefenulant MeAipine, another executioll credlitor,'
as offending against the act respctiIg Hlie
frauculent prefèreixce of creditors, Rý. S. 0. C.i

I/cia, inasi-ucli as the cognuvit sas not VolUi
tarily given, but was the result of clear pressure

[J j1jc 6,

[ t, 1, 6,

V JOURNAL, 
[Juie 15,

AIAN CAS îE. [C i %*

Il~/, h)~Vvertliat hie COi 11( (Io) 5) in ti
C a s e b c dl u S e i t j i u fft 10r t I la 1~ k c
t, as thie Plaintiff refuscri the dIcfi nd'î1ntî off r

to rcPay tle 1flOliey and ,-et back the relcase,
ati it as 'lUt supportabîle in iîv b)c(:,"sc thesplaîntiff, flot hiaving' paid i)ack the~ m1oleilot in a position to reptîdiate the reicasu, ai

thle triafl %vould be Stop 1îd froin d oi g SO antld
ilso> th a t th e atd d jt ~ a -o l i e a t<~ PC -b ic-

ing li;iandi the 1 îlaiintiff i>eing ) t /~'l 1~lie could flot avail iniseif of it O de-
féat the release.

IIt(talso, that the cvidencc showved that t'ledefendatit flCver agreeci to an\- suicl îce
pr0 1 7 ilel 2. C., and Orefor the Plintif.*

.lc~tiQ.C., and .l/ars/,, for the dcfendalît.

CHANCER\- DIVISION.

Proudfoot, J.]

Proudfoot, J.]
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flth Palrt Of the defendant, the transaction wa

Proeed Ira'y/ey v. F/lis, i Ont. R. 19, fol1

'
1

/Or, QC., witb him\,) for plaintiff.

"/ke ~.Cfor defendant MeNlAlpine..

.1.1 [June 12.

I /r<a ntrs /%rfeil;îre.

A Iforîageon hich suit was brought, con-

tandfollowin prOvis<) :-"ý Provided this mort-

gage t lbe Voil on, layinent of $2,500 of lawful

rle~~y of Canadat, withi interest at i0% per an-

flri5fOllows :at the end of five years from
the date hereof, with intcrest at the rate afore-

said to hle paid biaîf yearly ;but should default
le11ae in~ PaYnmenî of the principal money or

'flterest, or anjy patrt thereof, respectively, then
the an"I'~nt SO ovcerdue and unpaid tu bear in-

teres1t S't the rate of ioX,, per annuin until paid."

'brl1, the above contract in regard to an ifl-
eraeîrate of interest is not invalid, the matter

being 0Ofle of cont ract simply, and the contract

1Dt h in voaino nyeitn a

feiture. i relievale against on the ground of for-

1 -1 0Y/es, for the mortgagee.

Ilosi,, QCcontra.

1 0yd) C.] [May 31.

D)AVIS V. WICKSON.
1 'r"idileftpreferefceRefledy-I

3 I-5hz., C. 5-

R. S. 0., C. lis-pi.. S. O., c. 119.

th Iis action the plaintiff, wvho had obtained

Jug'n and issued execution thereon against

the def-lidlant Fos ter, claimied to have certain

Seenrities and a certain judgment obtained by
the dlefendant Wickson, declared 10 be fraudu-

dVoici on the ground of undue prefer-

fence, and 10 have thein set aside. He further

sOught bO inake Wickson accounit for the pro-

Wes of the said securities received by him.

Whe ju2l Ohîained the securities and recovered

tej'g"nil~ s treasurer of certain trust fuinds

0f a certain public body to which Foster was

ofhee ed . Itp was1 admitted that the corAus Of
teProPet ha ase eyond Wickson)s con-

to)ad tWas proved that before litigation he

biad paid over the inoncy ohspicias ~h
werc flot 1)efore the Court.

Ik'l, lte ight of thl plaintiff in tllcse
caSe( is e y ha, any im-pedimieft reinoved or

declared învalid wvhich intercepts the acton ofY

blis ývrt.s o)f executIin. So ln stepoet

of his exectitofl debtor reinaifis distinguishiable,

adso long( as no purchaser for valueC, %vithout

anotce nree, 50lng ay the Court awvard

hlmi relief aglainst that property in the liands of

frauidulelit or volufltary lbolders. Býut when, as

hiere, the first bioldler sels the property ohtained

froin the debtor, and receives the procceds in

SuIch a shape als that they cainnot be ear-iiai-ked,

then there is no jurisction 10 go beyond the

furtber remiedy whichi the Statute of Elizabeth

prescribes, nafllely, that aIl1 parties t0 fraudullent

coflveyances, aliening or aissîg'nifig thiereLider,

shaîl forfeit a year's value of the lands and the

wbole of the goods, -,hiereof baif shail go to

the Crown and haîf to the party aggrievctl, 10

be recovered by action of debt als mieftioflec ifl

seCt. 2 Of the Act.

The omission of the word "bui " at the conl-

clusion of the affidavit of bona Jidïes regsîre

with a chiatte
1 mortgage has the cffect of de-

stroying the security as against an executi0fl

creditor who bas seized wbile the goods reinain-

cd ini staZl( quo, but does not im-pair the instru-

ment as b)etvcen the parties.

W Fr, tP,(Uarro
5, with himi,) for the

plaintif.

Blake, Q2.C., (Thom;sonZ, wvith hin-,) for the

defendafit Wickson.

W. A. ReeVe, for the defendant Bousteacl.

CHAM BERS.

Boyd, C.]
GiROOM v. DARIN(i'ION.

A diinis/ra/W)in- Cases wl//il/fl G. 0. ch. 638,

ôjqo1PraciCe.

Motion for the adinnist ration of the estate of

Wrn. D. Darlinglon by plaintiff, Henry Groomn,

who clairned bo be a creditor ot the estate, by

reason of the support andi maintenance by hiii of

the testator'5 wvife (in Englarid), who had died

shortly before the testator.

rChaniL

[Nlay 8.
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The testator, hy blis 'viii et NTj FCNDA AE 
Cal

Of the Plain[ff, h 'lf $1,500 to the wife Here no Poplerty passed-the plaintiff stl 0 ls
"vI hbac been paid to bler. the land. Tb-ere is no debt, andi what the plain-'Thlegn:t defnat <the epcloi)fie ffdavits tiff is ntited to is damlaes agaifst the defCld-aieino 

5 
proat tof planti ouîd be Put 'nt for flot carrying out tbe contrS.tto rof f is ieged dlaiml ijoasmIucblhad ntshewn that testa tor's \vf a t he Mfiîc'nîothen mion.ssdwthc.rc r u ls an s j H .M ot1on dismisd eor tht notitn

separatcd frorn ber busbanId, under cirif 1nsteenraWbicb xvould disentitie ber to support and 1ti i- lLekcottenanice. 2n1d. Tliat the lc,,gacy of $I,5oo wvasintended in flil sat isfitction of any caim i of 
j jje6

plailntiff or bis wife, if any, sncb existed. Proudfoot, J.]jIh/,tbat the queCstions raised were substan-f 
e6

tiaiiy such as w'ouLlcî he raised in an action for- RE Aii.N ;PEACOCJ< v. ALLE1,N.aiîmnyný, and tbat sncb a daiml als piaintiff', mlust Adc1isrto,-rc/c ;~C/y j,(seqbe Stli)pOrteci by , v7'a 7'oce e\'idenice, andi not An administration. suit under G. O.c>.638.merc>- b afirla it.T 
be clefenclant w-as the a.gent for the plaitr i»,

Moindisînissed, andi an action directed to selling a patenteci invention, aiid tbe testtr >
be brotugbt to pr.ove the dlaim, and for tbea-isrmn udsabme srty for h
m1nitation of tbe estate. Costs of the applica- and tben died, appointing hy is miut tbc plini

tion to he costs in the cause, and to abide tbe and defendant bis execut<)rs.
event of plaintiff proving dlaini or otberwvise. The plaintiff claiming to be a creditor of the
Proccdings to be com1neccetl wvitbn o>ue întb, estate, under the agreement of surcety-shiP' Ob-
or tbe motion to be fmoaljly (lisimissed \ý itbI costs. tainled from b atra odtc naîlfI'izlcl/es/Ier for plaintiff. IlteMse tWosok-1 dlij Ifskù, O., or ifan (lfcnantistraItion 

orcier, wbicb also directed tîxit if anY)IlosinO.C, fo inillt deendnt.debt Wvas found due to tbe plaýintiff it sîjuild be>. Ca dc solicitor, for defendant., (tble Paid b>' tbe saici defendant. Letter's fr n teexecuitors). 
r

Mýr. Dalton, Q.C.]

Hooi> v,. M,\AR-mm.
A/enel o sel!l;i 1(j(_S/becia £(ore,1,/ 9

wrtA,î.So, 0).1. A.AMotion for judgmlet une0ul o . J. A.Tbe w-rit w-as endcorscd for tbe l)rice of land'vlicb the plintiff had agrced to scil to the(, de-fendant. 'l'le clefendamit refuseci to carry_ý outtbe contract of sale, itiieging tbat be biad madea nistake as to tbe land wicb lie bad aigie ed topurebase, in that be supposed he w-as pur-chasimnganotber lot. lie did flot ailegTe tbat the plaintiffw'as in an>' w-ay accountabiefrtemsae
Tbe plitif mnoved for judgînent uncier RuIle 8o,0~. J. A., on the grounid that there w-as no defenceto tbe action.

MaR. DALTION, Q.C.-î tbink tbe claim berecannot be effectivel>. specialiy endorsed on tbeSumînons. A ciaim- for tbce price of landi so/dand C0117leyecd migbt be 50 endorsed, but it nstbe on an executed and performied consideration.

ç e Ilant n June 1872, admitting a debt 0'
$260, were Put in on appeal.

i>RO t)F OiJ, tboug bt the case a silPle onen i w it in th e te r nis o f G . O b ' 3 , j s/ .eq i
that tbe letters admittiîng tbe tlebt of $260 estab*is bcd al 15r m c ie case iii t be p lain tiff's fa ' Ftlht the case was one pecuîliarly3 of equitble
cog nîIlzance, leing betw een a pri nlcip alj d iC1'to
a1 11 d i s s u r e t > . B f o r e t e r e c e n t [ 1 , g S III

the Law, the defendant wond ave ad 110rit
to trial by jury, and be tbougt the redeft 1lation did fot extend. tat rigt. As there did
not appear to l)e an>' assets be did not tink thlatthe plaintiff coni(i ave paid bîmisef, but ind-
pendent1>y of the question of assets the proced-

isi0 tis case were regniar, and 5 iiîa ttbat found in R e G;' z's ray V. Tf l 4 iCh. D., 551. Neither dici te Statute of Lillia'tions operate as a bar; te agreement, dated 187 1,being under seal, tere could. be no linlitatiOn
Linder 20 years. H-e declined to order the refeence elsewliere than to Woodstock on tîhe grolInd
tat the Master had prejudged te case, as '
dl fot appear tbt the Master was under anY

disability fromi professional or fiduciar), relationsl
%vitb an>' of tbe parties, and it co ld not be a

242
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NOrES 0F CASES.

Chr0 his duties.

ilerd,,h Appeal dismnissed with costs.
LÎ1r(11 Iondon), for appeal.

as/,contra.

ProU dfo ot J.] [June 6.

oVAIV. CANADA SOUFIIERN R. CO.

/)efelnc- -Ym 7 i( rri»sîînç- I)fence.

''sCase is reported on page 98.
C(1ajjýinowv îuoved to set aside the order

trhe~1  ( jecisio,,ni the Court of Appcal an
oe of the Court of Chianccry, Ii su far as i

clieced theu defenclax-ts to pay the costs f the

/ISCAV Csc,'ontra.

1. -'l'li Te cases to which 1 was re-
f recl, f /a k v u /l, 9 C . & F'. 143 ; I/c llc llly

V . /ic lb~~ /. 8 8 ;A lozwIc-Gcncra/ v. ' Go ,

3 Il' -1 C. 278, were instances o>f where the costs
of the rocedings w\ere disposed f by the House

of10-1, andi arc nu criterion as to the right>lt to
S\Vhiere the appiel1ate Court is sulent on the

lThr 
4 e case of .tisvJ/u/nL. R. 6

45 1, was alIso reýfejred to as being in faLvour

0f ~ O~ena~~5 but 11 cnsîdration it seem
to WjC to lie in favour of the plaintiff.

'1rhe S1JIreli.I Court, hy îîîakîng a disposition
~ftheseQ, lu b

;lljoý'. t1he1 (1 l) assuîned to) have intencled t

tfo lsPosition i>f thcml by the court below

Moinrefuseci ý%itI1 co5(5.

Pr >ucl(fooJ-

\Vlî,1î,' v. HIARR.IS

<
4'/Ie) /-*-Vo//cc.c ,,£-l>lt/e 4/2.

TIhe M-'aster at Chatharn inade anilpa/

nrcler [Ioliý the plaintiff twci iioiiths further

tillle o file lus stateiiieit of laini.

Ordn "'PPeal. l>R0U)1't)UUj, j.-I think such an

any<0 ght onlly to le macle on notice; and as

PatersOn affectcdl by an order of the local

tlider er Iiyappeal to the J udgc in Chamibers

the I i1e~' 428, it w'as not necessilry to apply to

oa' l;¶ster to rescinci lis orcler.

Appeaîitlloxed Nvith costs.

Proudfoot, J.1 [ue6

[June 6.Proudfoot, J.]
IMARFIN V. LAFFERTY.

Sýervic ou oIju/sic/0 T4 7wn 1e ordier 10 pro-

ceedi uecessa/y N-Iu/e /5 O 7

hie/d, (affirmning the Ma.ster- iii Chamnbers),

that an orcler to proceecl is unnecessary where

the writ of sumolios and statenient of dlaimi

have been served out of the jurisdictiun, except

in cases under parapraph (e.) of Rule 45, O.J.A.

JuIIe

[Julie 6.

This was a partition suit. The Master at

Londoni allowed $300 for comml-issioli, apportion-

ing the saine as fo11owvs :-The 1 lajntiffs' solici-

tors, $235 ; guardian of infants, $25 ; widlow,$4O);

and1 certifying that the greater part of the xvork

and respolisiî)ility Of the conduct of the case wvas

uipoli the pîaintiff; that hoe had carefully con-

sidered the amouit wvhich the guarclian could

tax, if taxed costs wvere al1owved, ai-d specified

the work (lone by the guardian in his office.

The charges of the agents of the guardian

anioulteCl to $25.

PROI"I)FO,001 j. -i do not think that thic sum

allotted tu the guarclian shouild be mecasured 01lY

lîy the wvork clone in the Master's of6ce hola

to acquaint hiînself witlî ail the facts of the case

hesîdjes, ývhjichj lis clients cannot grive byN reasufl

of tlîeir infancy, and wvhiclî have to b-e gahee

fromi relations anc1 in niany cases fi-om other

more impartial sources. Hc lias not, as in the

ordinary cases of a solicitor for an adluilt, melCY

to carry out lus client's ivishes, but hie lias to i

tori-i Iimiiself of wliat is best for theni and to

decide for themn.

Thei guardiaCi expressed bis willingness, with-

out prejudlcice, to accel)( $50 for lus share ut coin-

m-issioli, and without considering whether hie

miight not lie entiteCi to a larger suin, 1 think

this is a reasonable offer anc1 ouglit tu le ac-

ceptecl.

'llie report wvill lie varied accordingly.
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of inchancal "'pugging, whiie s udat the"lcs
pi oficient candidates, taking their exCi1îu>SCHOAI<SHIPS rcularly as tey - u e lu, reinainç tsiPOst alinost to t'he vcry, hour Of ex.lîniiat;lîad

Wbilst there ýN-iIl be différences uf opinion on tl>us ac(quire~ prac:ti(c wxhjith o tl i i"rl 'tscores
the snbject l)ruught fora-ard in tise following buLt littie ol tbleir lapcis. is rine thse 1les , nCC
icuter, lherc is rnluc SOunICI sense in what ()nr- sary tu thecir ju'gai dutinfone thc ess
correspontîlent adx-ances, anid a hjcaitiy "ring" ry t(i ter. p Ifici( nYil sdnts of thseabout bis reniarks whc b 1- nîs 

eonrienttrnbnccc'e ~t~ , îi(-Il tise peNOaP . ýN 0 tsatth eaîsiîîIu st are jst oci' ti n b lu ici l îo, tx--îai; tl, tity tba tU t , l ) c i e - e i r e l " 1  1 , î '
pera ps esuabt tai 'r c nsdrî, ti gi(ter 

Irîic of scalrii ) lif
tise~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~1 betps.il euisnw cre iu Oots ncacies of ea tthde an tsafo all notai-O Of THE'~ LA JOUtRin NgAg. te eîsnîî tiey ununî byptean1Matins rc jst 

atr 
t 

n 
1ipe 1aqsN" 

îîîei a t t
nîurc' u ba su nî ut cdS 

ueaiooî usen ofatotiable tii p fotre (lusie flo (t i o - ' Ii c dc10uf I i p a t ce idue lu anv g0--ibI e ixs mnt gu. 
tion ltrathe iniung-e of detIý "Inar

'l'lie 
il adrigînit in tiscin snsaies tnd îno tie

Scbuiarsisips and, 
\evrd uY stîtis naturee are desires 

1 1
f in t an d i m a s a S i n i i l t s t t l i n s b e 1ri i n -, 

. m i l l
in l st r W u k N n Illdf r o e f olS 1 11 è be ey fam isei a n ti , nî anîy t a ,

prten ti u iaylt i ser uof b Lui tu\Ct ie a n u inf te 'o m
C e n t s - e e n c u r a g . c a d i d ît s u t ( I li ci î 4. l u f s t e a t îi n t lîtit a s i -l ct i da s a s

stL'cl(2"tsgneri~ zpelty-aly 
andd ignbl aspiratlufiolladSiks

Se t(s, te int lni ofle d t tis Ialle, aiiit T nhe et elenein Ptie isufto '

t od ne i t lrfîî,îlîl fors r i " - n îs ti e ea re sh rt y t tae ti>eî 
'lc s is i a l cion sak ~. ., <r ise usitiunn b h bs lg.;î l>igto> ali uf x o- n in wis bas tbL r rv ii

d îu -c d o ly 1 e t l e r i a li c b i n , t i a t e - t s u e n a l i'dl î ru.liy î i iie s i h e cn lî\- d b ut t h I st d n t u e a c le le . Wl ln re- s n l e a n dicltne fasilfl st tfl nst unsici pr lentsîcN
ji dieu anvo nui-N,-~s o on, su r lac i t cn -TO yge a ;î'îad n

pretciff to s iyt l tlie s as t >( fuic-.t n;tý 
ai( iý]o j ,,to-tu,'s

pru ne lu sma l ci-, )Ct a n i3- d, 88
Spnî hisci unell t;> eKertiuî aidl lu-ec suca 

as 

chonbete>-, butt fbi msi aiai.S h i iii <>f( Ssiui bas-c'finlislcd ast Prtaby n o tii e i tLI prisa 
th C\nd îof tîiîîî,ý,

stSanci drt-i i s aefan t u u sh 5-iib- 
- -

Iirsn, tiniia u i h u r ' i t>I)Jccl, ti;c' Admimctratiu,, Oi(îtoll r 1h o j/n/i thehieft lc .uuci 
'Lu //jera I<d /u ef o/j b u«J 

l Rtinjhî îî~i th atchîi 1 md(À jlui' <li-l- con cq >ît- nn'nîî 
C- t> lîi s i c-.icl

Iy lil>i i6i iOn Stie'N t ut f- ici. bxx h (I i t~ 
Ih lsI, <iA i e.td i îe î 0s o n e m l i s i titi il i i a n n , h iiiiie ( l c s c ci g1j ffl11 l tii> //rtll l t I)S /i.' Y(( L I 1 8 8 2 .i in s i ~ ~ ii ~

Suit' 1illcli m ' to ali t o fl and(Cs, ic'tl)ui tii i d ,ctils' wie' il>
ia ioise

and~1; dieci( il1î- attril1i 
go 

purastý -------
uîi y u t ii

pexanti ' i;atnî )is Ila n 1i ; sui p inj t t i n A d i i i cis ntî u , îci inti i 1c'McC 'lis ti fe c'n i d iii> f rtn 
eoc1',lulIe, (i it lit a it c s l1m h i Ibe cu s u i. o f o î

fi-un xx u is the fac w, lllll)l l ~u aietise fi NLIs N c i, S I> , ocIY-l t t isheis coutî~
spriiîg ~ ~ ~ ~ rfèri' tius xbu u lt Iuniin is bsd nth 015 (l' Ictit oft a u ît ( i iio ti l u f J u c u s t y i i o o l a c t l a t I o rt , a s c - - c i i l i ) î i i s,;l q u e

nO i x ii l tIl ii ia ilci 1, flss e wg cli ,u i s uhe Canad rîa t't ton
fluîtb ' fi ti doscl li r uhc' t1inie ild th ar c iid l uipscs ia~ lo t > i tofri ait c 

tclic ix u yteshçct
1 e wrî c se Ný j w'b e oftr audn aed < 1'

1julle 159 1882
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ado, , Pted and wviih at our owis requcst lias
aut1îorItcd and eissbodied y tise iigiicst

tiùY 1 u% to British subjets, iii an Act of
th iit'ieial pi anss.

Of ii'compa)tib 5le tisat o5 tie first braîscl
V eri aI Cnlstitutioni an aultiluor îiay be (If tise

Vr.lig iSt atls(lrity, as ini'olii tise exeriSe
af r il)îrtis urud' uîiîearied indt ryi 1 x vast

( î kîîol(uaI ' c aisu aerurate piwe rs oif

Psoir w , îIi.<5le tii .11 atialysis of a ivrittuis

VI wsftt tuti unstrurtîii tif a statte-lus

has <',, iidy a liot he ecîtally correct. 'llie first
iPrOh îbly i tu 5ii s iîsiid, a briîader ranige
It Ii-a h , tit coîuîîîed witls it a teiideiity tuouîk

'~tCp liit or jiiir; tise latter iîsîolves aI
nitItal 1i rutts of rt'î i ns tiîdcr fixed Ve A

ru1esI~ iîerssaruy logicai sepwunce
iti cinwl cscla neb

182 ~~part of Mr. Todd's lutter, at pg
Srii tise riîiiipety oif theo~ Loctal

~~ ate jsra' jI-irj th(,Su1îreiiîe
becti ilrîîîsl Coltumsbia, lîhlcis assuies, i

j tise i IiPertal I arilaiseno ini 1870 anîd

Ausarîljiîîet tisis p)o\\,î'r, anîd hecatise tise
lais Colonies exurciseci it iii tiseir legis-

un dt' i re ftî tist tii tiseir coturts wiieii tlsey
Suardîî,ît tistit tii "a silisiiar puiîîer isstist ise

ai Itttl tii t\ist iii ail coilonial Legîsiattires
tt Iitti benutiiorized to reuclate tise aLi-

Or ir' to f jtustice iii tue isartietîlar C.oîlon),

Iit i ,, X'ii5 'llie ", omispotencee of i>arlia-
il eI 'tapy iii iutt tiiose instances.

IM1,.1 tl' 11,1lialîseîst i, s t nseio i'esti'aiiit

i;tt itsjtl"lsndîtes

~l 1-tA Ltist ri ti Coilonties, ils tu tiseir i internaiî
is a on .11 t lit nii uîus s-aVe su far tit il

SOier,, ti ulllier iilinîîjc';t Leisîtm ouri ii

istuit ~ ~ li\c 
11C5 t s i tetred ilîtti nîu couis-

jut ti ~ has heîeîi aci îthei', andt stib-
t 1ur I'.,iîl tunioni tieir po'csare, Iiiiitt't,

notîîj i< suî ratitîud liy tue Iiglitst
Iii t iihtsey havielcîivi'ii-

Ver .th u ilur s puissesst'd.'is
isa use by mr h oFsdl<f iii'exliesui 'tiî

"'1: n hc Iu tiii îii'l "showiis tise iiiapouiii'iilhti
ats 5 'siraticîi, hic;use tise ternsi itseif ildi-

eOI5ed-.t bue Stîtglit foir ils tsu insstrtumîent finît

Perili us It* IhLtis stîîi iegîsi;ttiiîî by tise Ilni-
is 11) t,1ihaiut, 01-' hy tise Atîsialîiali t'îluîîies,

aruettinît siiîiilar ie,,gisbî,tiîi N\'otiid
wIie;ui1iY bot'u.îgl iin tise Loi 1egisiaiures

he5  Iilinsion ;' istîr is a-iliilr dedtîrtion
Ilecej 5liIY tii ib draNin fî'îîî tIse fart tisat tise

POu r 'tureQ of Ut aj la exucrt'isC(l( snî'lî

tltled t '111Q Stlltttes of tdsat Legisiattire ar'e ein-

là ole ad ditingislid iie u i it,"

Cit~ 00es isot Ilsutess;îîily foiliiiu 151 c'aîî it buc

thmt d Cy itsStsul, tiiat tîscir legisiatiuîs in

't e5(JettiO is 11\\iowhre ini tise I)oîîsiniuîii to bu
iii -l'li v.ilidlitî oif tîseir aîts iin thiat

Q i Ii5l bc deterîsîined Nviei tise point is

raisd in the CouLrts of o3ntario, and disposed of

eîithti' by those courts or' the Supreie CouIrt Of

canada.pehafiellerl
Nor is it ciearily' perepti)iC %,a teIspr

Colonial LaNvS Validity Act'" referî'ed tîî by

Mr. loddC, lias to do) uxithi the qusil.That

stattiteý %vas passeti in 1865, prel joliSt ofd

eration, and liad refercunce to Colonies actIng9

1îsCiii5tti5~ 0 e;rh thr, lu direct corni5ii

catil %vîth thle I isierial tivrhWt tdsb

ject tîî its Iissusedialte superiii, otote
suhîdi5~ t' 111 dvi"ioSSof a croiNy' actlllg

under puweis speicaIN, ciiY etaiied in a suibse-

t 1iLCflt I luperlil Statte, and subict tu the con-

trol of 'ti' injterýl' iig aItitlilit) ieWeitii5

scies and th, i isi1pel-ial (;ovu('i nent. the jPoi' rs

and dutoL (d ofwhici jnterveingii athlority are

agitin s1 iecifset and5( (etaileti ini the saille suibse-

c1 uelt I isspcl-ii 'St;tte.t -lowever Cl isticli that

Coloniiai 1,I tis \ ,lidity Aet niai' pIy' to tise

rîii"i <o~ Hissct f Caliltit and tihe Legis-

latioll of the J)oiiiuin iarliaflniint, it caii have

nit possile huai ig tupoil the Legisiatiols of tihe

s(eparlitt Pin es --iire CoInfceeIttîî. 'a

thecy do iîot 1usd in tise British Northi Aiserica

Set, 1,'-,(7, they iîeed not look for ini that. Cois-

ing froisi a lesser auithurity tisais M r. 'ioddt, to a

legail ii, suris a refereliee wotiid scens like a

blisi tiesnbitC o learii, ivitisout its

sub)stani(ce.
It ivili liot hc nccessary to fo(ilo\\' tlise writer

tlirot-gli lus article. it is oiii \its thitt lie lias

givets tii the scierai jîidgiiiints but a very cur-

sorn' rea(lili, anid v itil a preeolcireiid Opiion

iii tise oppoiite di rectihon. lie asserts butt does

isot risl)i, ansd etstirCtý lv r' 1ri ig Ille fart tisat

tise l ad heî no preilis decisioni iy aiiy

court (li tise iisucdiatc poit raiset, holdly

assuises tisat v. .i/ i ; Os disposýo'I o f it,

tlioîîghi ii tîsat ahle jud isseIIIlît tise polit %\*s ist

eueitute \1(1iseîssIsnt : i dou]t, inisicdt, if the

iiisti iilitlCiliiet Jîî 'ýtîîc ot Canaat îhu 1 irc-

sided i t1sat (ase, \\l înîld Ismi tSif lisue ti-citud tise

(Itue-tiol ils 50 lttt and( . 0siiilaryi a ay.

\\is('ti ir riit or wri ou thli j udi retts dcl ivered

hy thu' s',eral judges in .t I/ns/t1(.'ar

suffiiieistî\ ' eplic it If t1ises raisiut he sustaiîîed

bjy wllat i.n thriti cot îîîîî tîstse jtlilge,;s iilst

lie 111ietI tin ii etrrîii l'lit e'a esiisnate of

the Cous t nid B'aris of thcsi. cerl P rovinices

aiid tlst finil opinhilon of tht Supriine Court oif

Canîadat iiîutl, iltîiiis ut(INh dcid.I

'liiotigh i r Todd fis isot deeîied it licres-

sary to qlLtî ;tt . autlsIti t itiere -ails' is un5e

tîu wiî'th lit liilit li'v e i eeti-i-cd as ap1 pareîitly

lcadiîs'tu 1 tosu.lusioli difféenlt frîoss tiiat tif tise

B3. C. J tidI'es, lut iîî tut iîîiicitdatc adjudications

itself, bsut iii te hue of reasoîiig tîrged hy tise

Courllt , Iîîl iii I/eL/V JsnaW .v

11aOs, L. k.7 Slpp rases, Wil'i judgisseiit

\Vadheliiereil ii N oî'ciibei last, luit onu'y lateiy

rrecil iii tîsi 'ro\i lire I have sait1 -ajpar-

eitiy ie";idiîsg " i)eritise 1 tiik it rcapahle of

ex,,pIiiiîîî In lIs I dciieriîîg juLdgîiseist Sir 'MIon-

tagule Smsiths referriig' to the distributidon of

un 5, 882.
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Powers between the Dominion P>ariliet antithe Local 1-gsaL-s at page 10, ays

"'fhec schcnse of this lcg,*slati1ois11 as exprsdin thc first branehi of section 91, i ogv estDoininion Parliaint auoo its to (-),-ie lawthfor the grood goverrnient of C.tnadd il,'u sttr
fln ot CiTng(, within the classes of snjcts as-cind excIlnsivQiY to the Prox',iiscîîî i e1~ tnes.If the 91 St SectjOîs had stopped i be 111if te.
classes of subjects cIstinerated )r 'di h
been tit(rele inti 1 sec tion 92 had~~ district ansd dliffii ct fos hisection 91,) no contlict of legsia ni 'înhoitconid haVc arise1 Ih i>rxit iv IC atures

thni isv a xitisx legisi stix cPow er over
t h e~ ~ S i t e s c a s e s o f s O i j c c t s . s i r e l t o t h eiC s s,

and the I)onisoîi;rilnttXtii' 
p eoeriltter Iflatters relaýtngtth'odgo-

erosen 0fCanda iît i nsst h]lave ])eenfoeenthat this SharpI 'nd detinîIte distinctionhad 'sot been 10(1 con Id n10t he att.iin cd, andthat soine of the ('lasses of s u 1 îects 'jýs (i isd 10the P>rovincial L-egisitores noix 011i> . nit
Cantss e o ein a e * y so e <f the enunner.tedclase ofsujectý,in section 91 ;hlic( (nI en-deavour appears to bsave heenI iMa de toi)vthfor 'lssof aIppar-cIlt conflict, anti it NxxLl( <111(1 sc

thatwit ths oJect it %vas deci'îred inthsecond branch o f Ille 9 st sctn fo rthecertaîntv but nlot St) aJs to 'trc tineo g ert
of the foregoi ng ternis of thlis SeCto s'sao

xvihsssscii,,anYtiing in the Act, tise ecnilei aive anihoritY tif tise i>ariiainc'nt of canldshon Id exteisti to ail mnatteî' 5 cilig »Il i tSm isclasses of sUijects enuisei'atedo - in tisfs oin.
Wlisthe sanie ob]jeet, appetiy, tise par-au 111t aphSe

at tise endi of sections 91 \\,as Pnr(tte ioliit maxiL bu observed tisat tisis .i5aragrai applie'sin its ýgraisnsijttl,>j construictiîon oisiy to No. 16of section (92.
Noîiîhtaidisg ise enicxou t( Pve pre-ensineisnce to the I)omilii iiaisitof a conflict ofi)Sr, it is >hvîoitisat isnO seicases \\lsen t1ins appareilst îoliCt C'xis, tise(Legisiature cotîld isot ha1 iis1\, ec fstis

povers exciusivcly assigised to tise ji rov-iiStiaILegisiature shlonid Ihe dsrcdli tisosc givento tise D)ominions i ariiaissent. iakc as one in-stansce tise stibject of Lniarriag ansd diVorcecont ajned in ftle eisunslci.istlin of SLII-jc(-ts issection 91 it is evicicîst tha;t soleissn, tosfma*rr i ige \vouid cornle viii tisis gent i 'l die-scriptions. Yet 1Soieiisni/atiois (f 15551 iage in theProvinsce 'is ennîsseraý,tedl aissoig ts 1iSsosubjeets -l 1 92 no i55 1CMi doublt isîtwitisstanistis thse (e iserai agl c(f~~o5(1
tha tsissujeet os stili xvîtisin tise excinsiveautisority of tise L-egi siatu-es tsf tihe P~rovince."i>robabiy tise learîset J tdgre cîtid not haveseiected ouît of tise classes anti pîwers eistinsi-erated in secti ons 91 and 92 anly one ciass orPOwer of more apparent colispreisension sitliiand identity towards eacis otiser, or, seerniîsgiy,more likely f0 create a conflit t of ieitiosi

5Vet whi c i, w'hen rc'at by1 tise liigh[ of Ise( causesthat icti to the divisiois anti seParate assignses~iof the power of legisiaf ion stiecn x'ýui-l

tii tihe genrai Pariaîsent oni oie braîsch and f0tihe Lo)cal Igisature on tie other, cotld ,,Ore
coisciusiVeiy have proved istt oniy the reasoîtbut tie wisdonis of tie dlistr-I)ttioîs,, and that, bY~'tiss sharp and definite tdistinctioni conlit (?f

ie g sia it n w tii c a xo id e d ; a isd th a t th e re 1fot tie sightest occasions for ttrttriisg tie Acfto reconicie its, at first viexw' apparieîstiN diffeUCfiî
parts. 'lie assignîseit On tie first iraIci a"'Se
fr'onss a determintion. i0 tie fr-aissrs of tie Conistitution tiat on tiis imsportant sticjet of tie

COllflt of narige and its dissoiti 0fdivretisere shottit he tisr(stglsotit Isle isD oin5îion unity of legis.Itioi. 1h14a tel'esison! lcitot hePoyaîs or MO-oisosis in (-nC
rvnce, ais "(lis 'arother incidensts attachced. 10tie oitr'at tor faciliites for its tissOiitioll In-

ct)isistent 'itis a îîeuthxv moral-~ iîîll or tier cg t i a t i î s nl s o f w e ii o g a n' i z e l s (w i t ty .'l hi spoetier7efuîrt, \xaLsiiitt /S'! to Islei i i i ss i t (f th e w h o ie, Isut t he(- msode or (el'Cn s n )y Xs i ic I s Y O U î s ig i st e n st e r il sîsi t ise ' îotîç th xvs isti.e 'il différent ilsatter. r5oîiottet Iffls lroviisces, 1)0 tisat su tSenlt llenjts Wt'i'e esseiîiîii 11 iie'cs. l n1 5Ci\Vaîs ])aid.~iy the nmain botdy of tise p)eo)PîtIi l lî'iet for iiSsîanc, a,; Of a Igils'5~
1cIe iSOtiser-s ])Ylae ntsî iher-S as of aisrceiand us al tie 1rigt xas cIýiîiss t'

cleli n tIicelsiXcIý(leterisiieci yet tie tiile is«1ti eeis In10 sP ro V * c e \v ie ts tiso la xe o isy p 5 i i5tt Cd th a tcercssiîisyto e perforise 1)y tise iniistei5 olis titi'~' 1  f i'isgLand or of tise KolisaCathîîlic Cistrci. \'tars of sti>'t'Cssi'\*cgiitlois isa g;1 \tn t t' il'ilsisters of otiier CIru'(hels
istics >tlî' tcS05iit 15 tis te powei' cds( ilS5<a5Insais'

5,t>>stcis (xtent was itcardtatis
(IVinsi tinimistsx aos iîîe1 1lcol nd i? l *c1

S,
fionIs wveîe an1tis îîrizedl hy na llse, byie htoso t> dIo. Sir \Vss. R itcliîc1

i>iox'ise ofN tietaisrecîil isele ,ia,;tion of tsis nattie 5oct>f Nic rva Scotia and N ew rro1efei-cot-e is n o miade.is \Vas a power, therefore, tise seliiProvinctes did fot choose to fortgî or platce ila i y o t li e r i a n d s x v s l x t r c b p r o v i n c s t a
to speak for iself, niigsaefrisi i/-

SVlas t>) the -('IIlsllizaition of osar -ia -l'iltisit iis po' hie t,_tIPsie isere eall bc any coîsflil aiI-e\v'rSiiSg xve ords of Sir Moîtaguec 5Sit5,it\as ', forseet tîat tîis siarp and dflnite dstinctioni liad beeîs andi coud be attaind, and tisa
ione of the classes of sllijets assigniedti tie

i)roxincimii Jegsatures tiiaxoidaby' anit I
wert' eiss r ceti <ssni f the eisi,l.«I 1 1c a s s o f s tîli c ts ils se c tio ns 9 . " A cxc""r yaisalysîs xviii sho\v' ti5at w'itis refeîce t>)Otiser ciass of stibjeets ansd ,,siignhsseisî oins tise tsvo sectioîns, the saisie rLlC t5'ii apre'l'ie word " exciusix'eiy) xvas inteisdedvent coisflicî, and was intenistonalliy usellXieralwas, ISOeoxer, intendcd f0 give to tis gfp0Piî1rIiaIsent tie great preponderance o'po erW'isether that was Nvise or flot,orxhtete
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SUIREME COURT TAR1FF.

directio felng Of to-day mnay run in a different SUPREJ.iIE, COURT -TARII1

ron ' f(l lotth uetin At the timie of- enm
tat Iluh( Convention, in 1864, it 'vas belicved Some changes have recently eni

arose f te diffcult inO the gnited Staesn the Rules of the Supreme Court as
1îen frd th wakness ofiegnrlGvr-tariff, to which it is desirabletoautt

dic~~i~ t bviate thc occurrence of SU ch aî h tm tine I)y Rul 8i

h Dominimon it ýî'as proposed to By t.eie mne yRl i

excl, urs*It 'v"as therefore that the wvord were, it is said, frequently paid for wo
ar i lefill50 repeated\7 ud in sections 91 actually donc, or at least pai(l too mfuci

frlttI(%-* -ni the separaite powers. wvork wl now be 1 )aid fo 1r only wvhcn
ali it Is sought 80 be inferred that the sarily done, andl at a reasonahie rate.

-'irs ('f the Constitution did not know the 8'will probably mnake more general
Qrîn ý d oftewr, il' fiact, that the svord

1n'Ste does nlot miean excluIsive. Asathe profession in Prov'inces not accus
Co,,te 0hilstory the 1ms len wvho constituted the to conducting wvork on the agency pla

Cone r vi nwTc ae notý empfloyment of agents. 'Fhere was an

Of Provnce but froni ail. and Nvecr con- lingness on' the part of solicitors to e

ite et y t er several P)ro v'inces as lie" an agent when no special item in the

Ole -etN cornpet Cnt to be entrusted with thcep)rnl oeedtedsusmn0Prou5 (lU1.ty they 'vere sent to discharge ; butt, aould et oee ty5 oighey dibrsmn

perha il a matter of istory, it m ay i'ot l)e u d e l i t y so d i g

ani< these t,,o -sections, 91 and 92, dlaimi have no excuse for not conducting al

In Inr evýen antecedent to that Convention. business in the I-,eistrari-s office througb

the a'9 or 1840 1J-r Durbam had conterniplated and solicitors, in rendering bis to clien
mVarnton <f Upper and Lowver Canada îvith the not require to mlake so manye 1 lnt

5sre hanl Provinces, adteotie fn 
xlnt

an h ulie f. II h-''ese ruies are as follows:ir atio that timle been prepared under bis
irectn I think by te Hon. Henry Sherwood, FkîF -*it is erey orered thiat Schieî

Ilttor o 'SlCitrGc ea. This mleatsr aned t0 the Riles of the Supreine Court of

both OfLrflO h bltadcnieain beaoîended as follow s :-Instead o h tm
Char eneit of tuham aniliv abl cietratio case, per folio of i00 woris, includiiig cor

h LoIrbmand histhr el nw ble inrtay 5 1îperixîiending, printing and ail necessary
aile Bir nd. I nw ot nCnd ances, 3o(c,'' the followiing allowances shal 1)

racn ngl~~ That Portion of the draft eifl l)y the Registrar :For engrossiflg for printer
uebgies tW'0o sections wvas laid before the case as settied, when sochi engrossed copy nec

dooiald Convention in 1864, by Sir john Mlac- and( properly re(joire(l, per folio of loo word
ai*is Mr- Sherwood'ls draft-wvas fully ex- for correcting amil superinitendîng prinig e

ain 1eci and (liscussed, andi was substantially, if 10<) wor<ls, 5c. nigpe

flo ai0 ()t
ori- It w ftrl dped nis rsn Roi E 82.-I hS iscreby ordered that anl ail

tino ' for three years under the consiclera- shahl ho taxed by the Registrarwtedi

a l îte Legisattires of the soveral Provinces agent in any appeal, in the discretion of tlic Re
nien 'l'Pip ial lariamient until its final enaict- 10 $20-00.
hani' 0 . 867. For forty years, frorn Lord Dur- These Rules bear date June 3, 1882

Ulder tohb prescrit, it bas been
canad ,< "nierto fevr cdn man i

an Of 'i0iothe iost clistiniguislied statesnien
that 'n <an(15 and it has been at last discovered Lî'rTIi,'s LIVING ;: h nunîhers

wOr « 0 ne of thell knexv thle meaning of the Lij'»1< Aiîe for the mwccks ending 27th May

heU C lusî.e~ Prie, containtns ~ siil'C;Jonl
obel. abe desirable that this w-ord should Fox, Qa/cy:A WVord abouit Aierica, hy N\

uS tre .raed or imodified, but ubile it lasts let A rnold, 7\ ÎnecC'lh Gdnhîu3Çj, Ac ross t he Vel h

ths woc -It I lk an Enls od sSunlise and Mloonrise, h/'ak7'Od; Life in 01

gire.d n, -lih e nsh or.Lti enCe, Fr'ýascir; A Little lilgrini: in the Unseci
o itsu lis ene whicli apparently 11iélian.; tioar Hlunting in the Ardennes, Be

0 tyefe h opinions of the learncd judges Rossetti, A//o';u(cilni: Sîavery in llong Kong,

')srasdilba on the constitutional ques- ior;, Emrerson, .Sa/uiway I<''ziew andi Stedtae

to te _r thed T11/iei, C se. Literature of Tiflis, Pziblic( Ofi*iio; with, irîst
ey reIasons assigned in those judgmnents of "Ladly Jane"' Prud(ence 1art," yand "he2

Public r1~tiest. Lt is to be boped that in the Lindlores," and selectiofis of poctry. F'or fi
Conifi10~i-~ts oe reasons mnay be gravely nuinbers of sixty-fouir large pages each (or mo

~ a n d thtesusrpio 
rc

tio a'Y]n thit Mr. Todd hlinself will not 3,3000 pages a year), thessritnpic
N~uth veigbht of bis nane 80 sanc- low ; w'hile for $ i0. 50 the pu blishers offer to s(

'i'tay p~ Ctsi vic, after more reflection, be one ofte Anierican $ otîe rwei

Pfind hie bas erroneously forrned. 7luc Livinýg Agc for a year, i)oth postpaid. L

Vour obedient servant, Co., Boston, are the publishers.

Vcoi,.C. AN EXILE.
XC, May 16th, 1882.
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c 2 a n la d a . hil C t o ' s hi. > l o mi tii. ( - a p r o je r C tr ti hic a te o f h isv1  rt<iîdhi. îgie Ai i til- te 0iii1 forailfSîli 
s~ r eti rstr Suiit. tthall

g a s s ai s a ti ýsi a t r 0 t jC - t heu a ndî l t ir ~ Iî î i l

jeets al)i i h

N A;///~~/ (erks.
1 tn'l i Il vv. 1-317.

Ar ilii lt - I . Ila d I .

î 8 8. l'ýii'lii AJi I Iel (1111

Nlnîij n i ir, dy, N. Anieric:' aitI IiffPe-

1In 1882, 188 iS 4 ýI!p 188 , .\VVlaiclck W
1

t fiîn-~ Iiilt o riu. f ,(j l<j r \iglat their
oPtion, (I ut ar <îftîIfr ttitr t.iw e
- ai-yeaî- ppitu o

1882. ( 1deS r , I t-l~ ia l r t n ic iid. (, . I1882 20 ,36, it. V.. 8-2.
PCroi 'ru \thla.L \'rgî :~î 9B. Iic( vv. 1-3117.

ýj1nîip~ \aba.isP Ji. Il.

1883 -~ 
1 iB i Ilritîninini.
P r o u~ rchki.

< (ctiî iîîMa jor.
Vii iiB \. vv. -30.

.\au1 Iiiiiaiîai. iB . I l.
N iiti

1. 1 A, .aid lasî., Bv. 1-04

k.Ovid, atB.I, .- 300. 
5rs

Papi-r oni Latin Gaiao hc ie'lsrsw-il le laid. (ruunr nwil îcaTranslation froiiii E tiglish itit L atin t»
NI A-l 1F.M ATICs. 

attArithinetic lgtra te nil of Qiad 1rati
tions ; E uclid, lUj. 1., I. & Ili.

EN NI I 1f.A pper on English Granîî,ar.
ConptPsition.

Critical Anialysis tf a strct-ti lîtien
18 8

2-The l)escrted Village.
The Task, Bi. 111.18 8

3-Marmion, iiti, special rftrenice to Carrlos
V. anti \I.

I84- r)Igyi a Conntry Chtirchyartl.
The- Traveller. rrc18 8

5-.Laty if tihe Lake, with sPecial reter n10 Ca.ntti V. The Task, B. V.En IIIS1OR V ANi) GEOGRAPH Y.<- Ignlish Ilistory, fro mi W illiam 11. tO Leo e e,inculsive. Roktman Flistory, frtnn, the CI'elelif the Second l'ufjc \ar to the- Death ()f Aulgtlstusî

The- foihiti inlg i, t hr eum or tht-ý oretdi~ tft'l- Bt.îîche-s (11.ring Eastvtr Ti-rir ,ri sie iauthtiri 3 î_ _
I>trilig 1h is te-ri the fu](%I In ig r ltltf trcalîrd 10 tht- Ba, iaîîîely
George S. Lync-h Stani, ith I îuir)i Jlii. ax rtt(a Mii e tdal ;Arthîur 

rdI Iti, hîii. -r(hîsconihe, Janit-s Lcayt-rtifîti 1d-. I)tiiItter.Stin, John Wila5  hiîsAiif 1 utt.icl)t-iJ. I)nam thn hîai to S illidcr, -DelcrsAle-xantder Aid Auai r, A nîirex Trîlî l-ti>A N.anditr filwtIlt- ( tolgt \VIlatMttr linAltxanîlt.r Maciltuîîlalç, I oint I(Y'' )icllanNI trj iy, Johîn 'ashon * May. 1111

I'itness, naîîîely 
ýtso

\\'illiali, Biurgess, jr., Tlîioiia. lienry'(îcîi i-(G-orge William Nlcyt-r, John] Artiair NhwrAlfredlltverly ('ox, Charles {anijn Goulri, l)aviîi Hentler.son, Fr.anl l{u.sýeli \Vaîltîr-Il \\'- Il. Hiastings,AIe.anticî Airti Adaîr, Al111ir tunS iU-iSJ. I)cîiiahtit-, john Vaslion Niay, Htenry ioseIih Ihex-ter, Andrt-w Tlayln ,r G. McV\,eitY, J ohnt Barry 'coefieltd, WVilIianî Aird Atiair I ltnry, liiiiay SDenThonmas Amnurost- Gorhan Chrston
1uitr WillianmThonîpsuin, Thomas 1-1. ýsîinxP1Ii, 'I'hollias EîiwariîAlobtrly, Charles Edwarti Jtînt-,. Johi) Wo>(1, Alex-andier flowdtn, Rtobert Tzaylor, Aiheit Joh ( elNIeMlichiael.on\ed

R ULES
As to Books and Subjects for Exaînlination.

PRIMARY EXAMINATIONS F'OR STUDENTS
ANI) ARTICLEI) CLERKS.

A Graduate in the P'acwlty tif Arts in any Universityin I-er Majesty's D)omnins ellpowert-d to grant suchDegrees, shall be.entitled to admission upon givingsix weeks' nlotice in acconîîance with the existing ru les,and paying the prescrilîct fees, and presr-nitinig to Con,-


