
Early Notes of Canadiani Cases.

on their behaif that the account should lie
taken by allowing one salary to ail these offi-
cers, based on the sumn of $6,760.25, making
the deduction on said amount, apportioning
such deduction tro rata amongst eacb incum-
bent, and charging each with the amount soi
ascertained.

HkId, contra, that the Master was rigbt in
rcjecting this basis of computation, and in
allowing the county only on the amount re-
ceived by each of the several persons, thus
letting the twQ latter out from an, contribu-
tion, and making the contribution due fromn
thecestatcof James Ingersoll $3170onlY, instead
of $1,o74, which wvould have been due on the
other computation.

''ihe ,î:caning of s. 98 of the Statute is that
each Registrar is not to account tu the county
for any sum .%hatever until after lie bas re-
ceived the surn of $2.500, after which lie is
entitled to receive ninety per cent. of the ex-
cess of $2,500 up to $3,ooo, and after that
eighty per cent. up to $3,50o, and so on, ac-
cording to the scale provided by the subse-
quent section. The Act being in derogation
to the rights of Registrars as they previously
existed, under the common law imust be con-
strued strictly.

Bl, Q.C., for the appellants, the Corpora-
tion of Oxford.

IY. Nfe.bitt, for the executor.

Rolbertson, j.] [July, 6.

N)e GRACY AND THri TORONTro REAL.
ESTATE CO,

I'endor an ucare-Mrsd wopian-
Conveyance by ./oinder of the hze.band

A inarried womnan, mnarried between t859
and 1872, acquired before the year 1868 ai
vested reniainder in land subject to, a life
eState, and in t 886, the life tenant still being
alive, conveyed ber remnainder, by deed, with-
out hier liusband.

feld, that the conveyaitce was validi to pasa
the wbhole estate, and the life tenant having
since died, a good title in fée simple under
the conveyance could be made.

E. D. Armour, %vith hinm G. G. S. Lindsay,i
for the vendor.

,T.Ma/ond, for the purehaser

Practice.

Court of Appeal.] [May 8.

MERCHANTS' BAN.< v. LUCAS.'

Ez'ldence-Court of Apoea/-AOOication for
1ave tô adduce furtlter evidence.

The defendants, upon their appeal frorn a
Divisional Court, applied for beave ta adduce
further evidence to cor roborate or strengthen
that already taken upon a point which was
argued before the Divisional Court, and de-
cided adversely to the applicants.

The application was refused.
General reniarks, per PATTEPSON, J.A., ons

the reception of furtber evidence by appellate
courts.

AfcCart/iy, Q.C., for the applicants.
Robins'on, Q., contra.

Armilour, C.J.] [JUne 29.

COIJSINEAU '. CITY OF LONiDoN FiRE

IN'SURANCE CO.

AMis1ake-Eýct qf offer-Reease-Caosis "as
belwee: so/icilor and client."

A party cannot be released from 'an offer,
deliberately made to and accepted by the op-
posite part>', on the ground that bis offer tomns
out to have some different effect from what he
supposed it would have.

Costs " as between solicitor and client " in
an action iincludes such costs as a solicitor cari
tax againmt a resisting client under lhe general
retainer only to prosecute or deiend the
action.

Ayleswvorili, for plaintiff.
C. .1filler, for defendlants.

C. 1P. Divisiorial Coart.] [J Une 29.

LÎvERPois li. BAII.EY.

Cor/s, scale qf- Selting off cosis -- R. S. 0.
(1877) C. 50, S- 347, £5. 3.

In an action for dairages for breachi of ii
contract, the jury awarded the plaintiff $68.;~o,
and the trial judge entered judgment for that
amounit, and certified to entitle the plant« to
costs on the Division Court scale, and to pre-

1'
.bugust 1, 1868. 409
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