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For the “ DUO-ART ” Brochure 

write to 

DUNEDIN. WELLIXGTON. 

CHRISTCHURCH. TIMAkU, OAMARU. 

INVERC.ARGILL, NELSON. 

would you enjoy 

Entertaining Paderewski 
in your Home to-night ? 

Should he play on your piano--- 

NOW- 

“ But that’s impossible, “you soy; 
“he will neuer be heard in my 
home; and besides, he mauldn’f 
play on my piano. ” 

I. Paderewski can be heatd on an instrument which ratisfies Paderewski himself: 

I I. Paderewski records exclusively for the ” DOU-ART *’ reproducing piano. 

I I I. The “ DOU-ART, ” besides being.~ a quality p ianoforte for hand playing and a 

superior pianola for roll playing, is capable of repeating the performances of +nent 

pianists with IDENTICAL REPRODUCTION OF TECH.NIQUE, 

TO,NE, TEMPO AND PEDALLING. 

The DUO-ART Pianola 
Embraces the Pianoforte, the Pianola, and the Art of the Pianist. 
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BUTTERWORTH’S FORTKIGHTLY KOTES. ‘1 

! Court Sittings for 1925. ‘~ 
! 
: T: 

TUESDAY, MARC23 3: 19%. 
----~ 

WITH the first issue of “Butterworth’s Fortnightly 
Sntcs” vc take the opportunity of mnomeing that. 
it is our intentian ~to publish full notes of all dcci- 
sions of Ihc Cnrivt of Appeal, Snpreme Court and the 
~\\vbitmtiou Court u-it.hin a week or two of their 
bciny ~delivercd. That t,his has lon(r been needed TW 
ili’C assnrcd by many members 0: :2x legal profcs- 
sion. 

Anot~he~: item in which t.hc profwsion has already 
displnycd mwh interest is our intention t,o lmblish 
an article by an eminent lewr-yer ahieh will be of use 
and interest to t,he legal prokssion. We are fortun- 
ate in being able by t,he conrtesy of t,he Chief Just,iee 
to publish in this issue an article under his mme 
which hc has writt.en s3eeially for this occasion. We 
know our readers v-ill appreciate wit,h us his eourt- 
esy and t,he hononr he has conferred upon us. 

Readers will also be iutexst, t,o know all the lead- 
crs of the Se\\- Zealand Bar and many members of 
the English Bar are contributors. 

On page 1 of each issue will be found the various 
Sittiugs of the Court of Appeal, the Supreme Cowi, 
and the Arbitration Court. WC beliere t,hat, by pu’,- 
lishiuz t,his information we shall k of sewice to the 

Kc ha~rc rixeiced messages of good-mill and chre 

from two London cont~emporaries which me, on t,h 
threshold of our earcer apwxiate xnd gladly aek 
nowledge. The mbles read as follows :- 

and 
“The .nSTICE OF TF0.? PEACE wieht 

BUTTERWORTH’S FORTXIGHTLY KOTE 



?% the professional man it is 

essential. 

xo other brand o&s so much quality 

at so li!tle cost OS does “ Croxley. ” 

.A.sk your printer” 0, stationer for samples 

of 

COLNE VALLEY ~PARCHMENT 

“Made at Croxley” by 

JOHN DICKINSON & Co. LTD. 

- 
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as the cpnrt’may seem fit. 

to resell it before the 31st Mad 1925. That cannot hav, 
been the intention’of the legisiatur”: and the only leave tlla 
can be given t” the vendor is t” bring an action t” “btail 
relief ,in ““nnection v-ith the bresehea of sgreemcnt, “the 
than non-payment Of purchnsc maneg-, complained “f b7 th 
wndor.” 

Solicitors for Bissctt: M~caJister Bms., Inreresrg31. 
Solicitors for Wilkinson: Stout & Lillicrap, $-ercargill. 
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I Rules under the Judicature Act. 



New Zealand has been celebratin,g t~hc birt.hdny of 
Geqrpe Washington, and this makes ns recall the 
posltlon in which t.he Colouies now’st.and iu refer- 
cnee to the Empire. If the wide authority given now 
to the Dominions of Britain had been conferred 011 
the North, Amcricnn Colonies t,here would hare been 
no Rwolntion, and the I!ni:ed St~ntes might now 
have been part of the Empire of IQitain. 

are, howwer, many questlcns yet to be sett~lcd 8s 
t.o vhat t.he future relationship is t,o be between t.he 
Dominions and the Empire. The question may be 
put even in this ~a>-: is t,here t,o be recognition in 
Britain of Dominion citizenship apart from what 
may be t,ermed Imperial cit,izenship, or, to rise t~he 
phrase that was used in a book by Richard Jebb 
“Is there to be a Colonial N&on&m?” This mat- 
ter ma,y well be considered. We have now a statute 
dealing with British nationality and the status of 
alisns m New Zealand. Onr ststnte on this subject 
was passed in 1933 and reserved for the signification 
of His %&j&y, and there the d&initial of a British 
subject is as follows: “A Brit,ish subject means a 
person who is a natural born British snbjeet or a 
person to whom a certifica,te of natumlisation has 
been granted in Kew Zealanit.” This definit~ion: it 
will be seen, excludes perhaps mans millions of Brit- 
ish snbjeets. 1~ fact, it esclndes Brit~ish subjects in 
British Dominions. For example. to t.ake an extreme 
case, there is Brit,ish t~er?itory i& Hongkong, China; 
a.nd if the Hongkong Legislature issued a certificate 
of nat.nraIisstion to a Chinalnanl x&d it be said 
that that. Chinaman was a British subject. within the 
meaning of the definition in our British Nationality 
and Status of Aliens Xem Zealand Act, 1923? It 
could not be said t,hat, t,his person nat,uralised in 
Hongkong was n natural born British snbject,. A 
law somewhat similgr n’as in force in Xew Zealand 
in our 1906 Set,, because it proTided that a person 
who had got natnralisation and was not a natural 
born Rritish subject had to get that naturalisntion 
reeognised in New Zealand before he would be treat- 
ed irNew Zealand as a Brit.ish snbjeeb. 

Then the question will xix: what mill bt 
the .rights of this British snbject in New Zealani 
who has become in a sense a, New Zealand citizen! 
Is there such a thing as New Zealand citizenshipl 

!his question, has been raised~in mow than one Kew 
:ealnnd case. It nmy be snffieient, ~however, to refw 
o the case of “Rex 1.. Lander.” That‘ ease was 
mad by OUT Court of Sppeal in 3919; and t,he ques- 
ion reserved was whether a person who was 8 XCW 
!ealaml citizen, being born in New Zealand, $omi- 
,ileci in New Zealand. nmrried in Xew Zealan& em- 
)loyeil in the Espc&ionary Force of New Zealand, 
vent ‘to England as a New~ Zealand soldier and there 
:lxtered into a bigamons ,marriage could be prosecut- 
d in. NGv; ~Ze&and on his return for the crime of bi- 
;amyS Our Court of Sppeal by a majority hrld~ he 
:ould nob on the ground t,hnt our Lcgislsturc had 
IO power to ~pass Section 224 of the Crimes Act. 
i’hat s&ion defined bigamy as a crime in the fOllo\+- 
Ann ~&%ls : “Tie act of B person who, being married, 
20~s through the’ form of marriage wit,h any other 
person in any part of the world.” If t,here was 
power to pass that Act the person eh~aargccl with ,tlie 
~tF’ence was gnilty of bigamy~ l>nt thcmajority of 
ihe Court of Appeal held t.hat, the words “in any 
put of t,hc world” WCI:C nlt,m I-irrs of t,he New Zca- 
land Constitution 4& That Act provided that, t&e, 
I:eneral, Assembly of ;lieiv Zealand, which is its Leg- 
islature,~ had powaer to pass laws for “the peace, 
order and good, government of NW Zealand.” The 
contention was that, if the bigjiny was committed 
outside of New Zealand and the New Zealand citizens 
returned to Sew Ze,zland it was not. against ‘the 
peace, order and good government. of New Zealand 
to have New Zealand a kind of Alsntia, and that such 
n crimimxi had a right. to ?cmain in Kew Zealand 
withciut. being prose’cut.ed. This cont,etition has been 
discussed and objected to in a very able paper pub- 
lished in the Canadian Lsw Journal by the Chief 
Pfofessor of Law in Ontario. The decision of then 
Court of Appeal was based on the judgment of, the 
Privy Can&i1 in “McLeod v. Attorney-General of 
New Sout.h Wales,” and there are no doubt phrases 
in the judgment of t,heir Lordships that show that 
the Courts must assume that laws passed in the Col- 
onies em ollly deal wit,h sets done within the juris- 
diction. The phmseolo-gv of the Privy Council w& 
as follows :- 

1 ( 

I 1 i 

“Their Lordships thii it right to add that 
they BBC of opinion t,hat if the wider construe- 
tion had been applied to the statute? and it was 
supposed that it was intended thereby to corn- 
prehend cases so wide as those insisted on at the 
Bar, it would have been beyond the jar&diction 
of the colony to enact such a lav. Their juris- 
diction is confined within their own territories, 
and the maxim which has been more than once 
quot~ed, “Extra territorium jns clieent,i impune 
non paretur,” would be applicable to such a 
ease.” See lS91 -4.c. 455, 458. 

It. has t,o be remembered, horcexr. that this is 
really “biter .&turn, because in the interpr%ation gf 
the Xew South Wales st~atute the Council came to the 
decision that it was not the int,ention of that, statute 
to provide for the punishment of bigamy outside 

I New Sont~h Wales. The New Zealand statute, how- 
ever, has the words: “an aet~done in any part of the 
world,” and therefore, in order to rely oxi the Mo 

L Lead case, it had to be assw++d t,hat this obitex 
dictum was binding dn the Court of Appeal of Nes 
Zealand. Our statute: the British ?Tat~ionality an? 
Status of Aliens New Zealand Act, 1924. shows ~Chal 

;I ‘~ there 1s reeognit~ion of New’ Zealand citizenship a! 
) i 
i 1 

di&tict from that of Britain, be&se it eitiz&n:oftht 
Britih Empire or a subject of the British Hing vii 
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d&c&i from Phe general to the pwtimlw, ~1~ want 
to make the short point that it is a ra& pleasure 
and a delightful privilege to set about writing, once 
a: fortnight,, to my- professionnl kin in New Zealand, 
+ith some~ of whom I fought recently in France; 

Irthe Statute Book recolntiou is present and mwe 
xrolution is pmding. V’ith t,he ncx Law of Pro- i 
perty. in prospect,, you will feel less concerned than 
we *ire. It is not to be hoped t,hat I may discovni / 
in ym anv s.ympathy for the die-lmrd enmpaign, i2 j 
the ranks of which I enlist myself. Shortly it may 1 
be stated that there are two very different opiniom 
BS to the merit of the sweeping reforms and modern- 
ization to be effected by the Rirkenhead legislation; / 
Lincoln’s hln, on the whole, is ia fwour of tt:em ( 
whiie the silent mass of comtry solieit.ors (who, to- / 
gcther, know most about these things and are most 
iutimately involved in the workiugs ,of the system) 



legislation as to be able to say how-far the eoncksion 
1: ‘arrired at, ‘is relevant to your constitutional prob- 
; lems~ and to’ the principles snd administration ,of 

y,“nr law in the mnttcr of lnbonr disput,es and con- 
:, +ia.t.ion boards; The judgmcrrt is n very lengthy 

one, au.3 is well rcport.ed in the “‘Times” newspaper 
:, of January 31. Should you want fnrt~her informn-, 
:j tion than there appears, I “an_ as it happetis readily 

obtain it; and will as vcadily supply it. Indeed, I 
r’ haves no donbt ~thitt the Editor of “Fortnightly 
!~ Notes" 

'- 
will be only too glad to nxene supgest,xo& 

arid queries. xs to this and any other matter upon 
which I can inform yen: and t,o forward t.hem to the 
proper q,uart~cv.-Y”urs, 

IXN’ER TEMPLI\R. 
/ 

I 

I 
j ‘, ‘:: To all t” whom Thwe Presents Corn@> Grectiil~: 

~This from the Tcmplc London to nnv :Lrgnl Kit,h 
and Kin in New Zenland as carncst of a commnnica- 

~’ tion to be mnint~ained fovtnightly in this pap%?. No 
doubt Lincoln’s Inn wiuld join, but that it is pre- 
xxupied with its devast.at,ing reforms of the Law of 

z Property descending from the Birkechead A& and 
‘,, iikelr to revive the business of Equitv Draughtsmen 

1 :~, Lf tdeir sanity surx+ves t,he c”mple&s in\-olced. 
-At bhe present d&e our eaw Lists are intolerably 

‘:’ tonTested zind “nr Judiciarv da&ted bv the Calls of 
Circuit and the inroads of t,he&siek ii&, bnt a new 

,,:, AdmZstration of Just.ice Bill is being expedited and 
: snother addit~ional Judge is to be appointed. & any 
: ,noment. nbm t,he t,ria! of Causes in London may re- 

3ume full speed and effeet,ive decisions may be es- 
,’ “ected in quantities. 9 h&h17 import,aut Judgment 

&shortly to be delivered as to the Criminal Liabi1it.y 
~:‘,f Doctors whose patients die as a result of t,heir 

;reatment or failure to t,reat,. 
: From the point of view of the Bar the forthc”min.g, 

announcement of t~he New Batch of Icings Counsel 1s 
: awaited wit,h excitement. It must cans” a rel3- cun- 

jiderable redistribution of mark before and behind 
1 ;’ ;he, Far. 

1’; Maequisten’s Bill in Pa.rliament to check the com- 
?ulsory. politica, lwy upon members of Trades Un- 

,~ ,“ns is regarded with disfarour amonp Lawyers. It 
is profoundly desired t,hat Trades tinions may be 
Left to manage their “mn affairs as ot,her eorpor- 
%ions, though it is hoped against hope by Lamyers 
;hat they~map also be es an ultimate result of thr 

‘, aresent movement deprived of the immunity they 
keqnently enjoy undwthe 1906 :\et,. 

Sir Leslie Scott publicly denies the ~mn”~~ that 
18 will be. pr”m”t,ed t,” the Benzh as a rcsnlt of the 

~’ Reform of the -kdmiralt~ and Commercial Ju&:a- 
;ur” which he ha,s succes~fi~lly promoted. Otherwise 

‘we live as Lawyers in quiet times, for the moment 
,nly dist~bed every now and then by t.he pleasant 
rho& ‘of Kapps Legal Caricatures in the Law Jour. 

:; : lal., 
d,, 

BENCH AND BAR. 
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DIGEST AND NOTER UP FOR HALSBIJRY’S 
“ LAWS OF ENGLAND.” 
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,i NEW ZEA 4 
is the place for a 

Ii elightful Holiday ! 1 
i II 

(The Sportsman’s Paradise) E 
Fl ! 
8 GEYSEKS 

8 SUPERB CLIMATE 0 
0 SNOWY MOUNTAINS 

II 

A LAND TFIAT IS ALWAYS GREEN 1 
CREAP TOUPrIST FARES IiOVELY LAEZES 

WONDXBFUL EXCURSIONS BY LAND, RIVEFu GRAND FORESTS B 

AND LAX5 MAGNIFICENT OCEAN-FIORDS 
El 
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1 

ENGLISH AND 
EMPIRE DIGEST 
41 CONTAINS EVERY REPORTED CASE. 

Henceforward no practitioner need fear being in ignorance of any 
.case which may have a viral beafing upon his problem. 

91 COMPLETE AND EXHAUSTIVE ANNOTATIONS. 
These relate to all later cases in which the Courts have applied, 
approved, considered, followed, over-ruled, etc., the decision on the 
particular proposition. 

#j’ WILL BE ALWAYS UP-TO-DATE. 
The same syStem of annual~cumulative suppleme:n-ts which hag earned 
the admiration of the profession in the case of “ Halsbury’s Laws of 
England ” will be employed. 

91 LARGEST EDITORIAL STAFF Ifi ,THE W.ORLD. 
The benefit of the combined labour of what isbelieved to be the largest 
legal editorial staff engaged upon one single work is offered to every 
legal practitioner: 

¶ THE GREATEST LEGAL MINDS OF THE CENTURY. 
Commenced under the direction of the late the Right Honourable the 
Earl of Halsbury, the work is being; continued by Sir Willes Chitty, 
Barr., and other distinguished lawyers. 

91 GENEROUS EX.TENDED PAYMENT- TERMS. 
Inasmuch as this unique work is vital to the successful modern 
practitioner, the publishers are o&ring it on terms which will be 
easily within the means of every legal offiee. 

Write to-day for full dczcrititiac Brochure. 
i 

BUTTERWORTH & CO. (AUSTRALIA) ‘LTD. 

49-51 BALLANCE ST., WELLINGTON. N.Z. 


