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canse cf action at ail. Tl tlîiîk tiierifore in the
fil-st p<sace, tat a-i the coiîîtat aras not maide iti

Englind. coe con. cf action did in this case aise
W itlulîi flic juvisdictico. Noie, as to the arerds
cf tIie at itui, cii wbtll this qustion ar-ises, tlîey
ai s-''it -,,ahalcwt'ifoir a couru or a jiadge,
upea b-',iig i aiA-fd by affidaivit fliat there is a
cao"" r of ctiion, wbi cl arc-e fiithia tlle jîîniidic.
lion, (iv i epv cf ic bic-ici if ua contravt

îiu iài l ti e ilivis(lîctii)n,'' &o. Noie. the
('1t~ oi i 1 ci"si-eu'- i ib Iu fu îi<i tew woi-ds

1, cccii'', ef' îîlud hi, lnat if iin the cai
cf ai'vc uai n'roai, say fer tEie deliovor

iif g-uts la Eiibaiii, thqit conrct woco hi-oktil
1)y île Dui -eioîmy cf g( <ils iii Ellanîîîî, ne
r-nio of neticon n.il i aiai csitliîi thei t1ur;sls
leon ; 1t i cll c of aî cciîtract ai idý' le Liii
1: iD, the-ru n, cai i--e cf etcîiCi1 wonld arî se, ai-
t1.Ctg th e, brî'sct cf thi' coiitrîct bci ce îiiited

abiîd;bot if aba.,t censtncýico bis n 't riglît,
wliy, il îuay ho asl;'d, did not th-, Logisitre, if

it iterided that actions shoild bu' bien 'lit bore
for bi'a clios cf contracte ar1 sing iii Englaiid,
a!tlucî 1  tlie conitracts wera made abroad, use

htaf a d00<0 meu'o words, aîîd pliîinly expre'ss
eucli intention. It si'oîis te me, therefoce, that,
qite iraes.pcctive cf aîitlority, the nosaning of
this sectioiîs clear anîd obviens. Blut whluc ars
look aI tir. aiiiorities, seveniîl cf sxhieh arc in
tuis court, aî.d which tecvinate wîîh the case cf
&cièe v. BPovciî, f tlîiîk tlie bîl)iioce cf authority

is iii faveur etf iny view cf luis sectioîn. 1 aI1se
look îî< n ah' vase cf AU/lusen v. Mlaig(rejo, de-
cidoQd iii the Qiieeii' 1Io'.ch, as niglitly decided.
Tucre itlv<as carres jy siid tiutt tic cause of

nettea(, o' îuîî tii'- w i de or enîii course of as-
,ion. Thbi w0ais expre' c'y saidtii'îlît tue caîuse
cf actionî iii'n-i te wii-le or cîîiire course cf

action. Nv bv'cî"r Matilin îl"îî'ýat witli this
ca3 I' n a w .y tii 1t I col Ice"dî' tii. Ie savs
thîtf tbc c0n1Tvat ciuiinii îil tuic plainitif

and doeiiîlcuît e-lro i t l'le ,iuiniiiry ;lbat if
tbiiî 7iere <lie ci 'ssie ei igiot lis said otf

evou'y cntnrc if* tus îîrio. te it liiîppOec te
coin. te Eîîg ond. Saw w'h'îe siiel an i-vent bmp-
Tpeîîa abere woiid b', no noc <ails' for the Act.

Theaî as ti the ca-,e ci ,Lieln v. Spjitta1. receîîty
dleci-ýled ia tho C'îomuon 1'io's, I have lookoed
tlîroiîgliibat case wiîhi great attention, and it

SCesi te me shat they have purpecely adopred
sncb a coi ,tructien of thc sectioîn as wouid ex-
tend tI u iditi a oc f tbe sîîpîricî' couir-s. But
I Ibink sucli a construction wouild psrejîidiciîlly
affct thon-onde of persmns, and would werk
pasitive injîustie; aud therefors, with svsî'y re-
spect fer the docislon cf that court, and agres-
inig, as I do, that it is generally a sound rule te
put siiel a construction cn an Act cf Parliament

iuý should have <the eifect of extending the juris-
diction cf tle superior courts, 1 acm unable, for
the resens I bave given, te agres with that de-
ciein. 1 acm tiierefore cf opinion that lu the
case cf a contract mades abroad, but broken in
Engluud. the Il whîîle cause cf action" dos net
ftniss witbin ou-j orisdiction.

CvacsBv. B. (lifter saY iag iluit altheîîgh not
in cvourt' duinn tlîe whoi' cf the case, hs felt
bilise~lf entitled to give judgint! ce bs ld
beard Mr'. Liay' argumeent, pocdî)Isr'
with tbe icijority cf tbe court tEst tedfi
sîit'8 aîpplication cuglit te bc refused.Ia x
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pression Ilcause of action" is vcry intelligiî 'e,
tbough if the words used Iiad f cen Il achole c-nye
of action" that might net, pcrbupis, have be- n se
cl1en r. Noie wben dci s the cous f action aric
It seeros to iwy mmid clear tlîst it rcew '

that is 'ct, donc at the' tino' at which il oi"'.' te
bave been dlone, and iviien îlian talles in.
this coonmi' theil followe' timit the rcus iof ooc
tion arise e- , ei-c, in eîio'v vilds.5 tI)c o f
acti oti nises w heil se metbiîg t.[ I.s pi icc ilouor -
si'îent lw;bi the o'olig .11,1 if the p<-.tv ;i w)w
thnt in contri-st is the ii's uinora v
iv"ld tint ILC cause (if action eanr r 'v
cxc 'pi whlise the brhCi- hccr'-. As-i 1ein
ca nacencan wbicb my L' r-i '1i 'f iirv iîi g

wuu'd cuise freî i u hiing <loat Ue6î ho n
brcug'ît in ttEls ccuntury niii ro"ço'ct iýf contrncts
made îbrcoîd. bot bruie kin England', I coi t- ýs
t tat, it d0es aîot secan te me tipit e'y wC id oi se.,
for snob cotîtracts wculd ho interpî-eted tecoi-d-
ing te the law cf the counîtry wIiOie thoy w "vo
nmade ; yet, as the brech haso ccnreul in Eg
l'mnd, it sceos tc ans oîîiy facir and i-co tsill
that the action sbould ha lcoug lit in liî-îlrnd.
Asý te the case cf ccntract mîade oaiîlin bot
broken -without the jnrisdiction, if ive exp-nd
tue section it will read "lor that tiera is eau'S" of
action in respect cf tEe breaoh ef a cnti îct
mnade withîn the joî-isdiction," anîd tEe ecti m,
therefore. glves lis j lOidion ov'icouv i

made bere, but of wliel the breacli bas aîsi~
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GimNTvor;-v CCoUld yenl lcinly give iîo an

opinion as te whcother a barrister cmii legaliy

enter into a paa-tncrship wt-lita attoreriy wh o

is net a barrister, and hold theriosolvesý out te

the werld as a firmi cf attcrneys. It seottîs te

bc an improper mode cf procedure, bnt 1 can-

net; find any authcrity againist it. Qu"ey,
couid they, sning as a firn, recover any fées ?

By giving an opinion yen will oblige,
Yeurs respectfully, E'sccîanz,

Guelph, Decenabar 2, 1S70.

[We cannot say that thons is anything icl-
gai in the practice, alluded te, nor even ina-
proper under certain circunastances, unless cf
course dene frona an improper motive or with
intent te rmislead clients or the public. It is
very common for oe member of a firrn simply
te do the counsel part of the work, and for the
other te attend te the attorney's departanent,
thougli bnth aie responsil te the client.
It would of course bo very înpreper for the
barrister te attempt te shield hiinseif froni
this responsibility by the fact, probably un


