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THE C'ANE 0F Ml?. JUSTICE CLEMENTS.

The profession vill have noticed with xnueh pain the resuit

of the inquà:rv into the charges laid by the Crom-n on the in-
formation of the Attorney-General against Hon. Mr. Justice
('leinents. of the Britishx Columbia Bench, concerning certain
travelling allowanctes paid to hlmi on the supposition that hie
rcsided at Grand Forks, whereas it was alleged that bis resid-

ence was in the city of Vancouver, and that therefore the sum
of $4.290 %v;iichi had been paid to him ivas improuerl-y obtained.

The case ivas heard by Mfr. Justice Cassels, Judge of the
Exchequer ('ouri of Canada, who hiel that Mr. Clemients' resid-
ence was at V'ancouver and not at Grand Forks, and that hie hd
no right to claiîîx the travelling allowances ivhich the Crown
sought to recover hack from him.

bis Lordship. in his judgment, said that hie was pressed by
cpunsel. both for the Crown and for the defendant, for a ru!-
ing as to 'ilether the defendanit intentionally endeavoureed to
deceive ilue Departînent of .Justice as to his real place of resid-
ence, and that lie was verýy reluctiantly fox-ced to the conclusion
that the contention of the Crown was well founded, and that hie
was unahie to relieve the defendant from the charge.

We underst-and that the case will be appealed. It will ilot
thierefore he p)râptr for us to inake any comment upon it, ex-

cept 'i> sv bhat all %vil) appreciate the concluding rernarks
or Atie leariie( judge: "If 1 have corne to a wrong conclusion
aw. to the nmeaning of the Judge's Act, a.nd the uiefendant's con-
tenution turtus out to he eorreet, then of course the defendant's
co,ttuutioin w unld lw right, and nothing 1 have written would or
oughit to j)re.)li(ieI. huiii in a appellate court, and 1 would
gladlY -.%-ecoiie a judgiiieit in his favour. 1 have, however,
eoii tu là conclusioi on, the Ladts as they appear to nie."

JA fil rep.ort of fille cijsc HI)peai-s post infra 1p. 67.]J


