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NOTES 0F QIJRBEC AND UNITED STATES RrPORTs.

(1Yso by .Editor of ]?tttsburg LogaI Journal.)

In thse above ccsQ it is oxpressed broadly in C'.

J.Wodward's opinion, tbat the statute of limita-

tiens wveuld not begin to run against an attcrney's

fees until the dissolution cf the releqtio1n betwixtz

bim ïtrl hi8 client: and Fser v. Jack, 4 Watts,

384, is cited as ruling that point. fi ias sosedf

te us tlest the ruling in Fest1er v. Jack gias miore

limited, and ineroly held ths t the 'toîtîîto ilid not

run ashere the relation eontiîssed in the paicu-

1cr casa for services in wich suit was, brongbt,

lenvieg the inference to be di cee tbat it aeeid

run a,<einat crgcs in cases ended six years bc-

fore suit, thougli the relation of attorney and

client ccetinued in other niatters. Sncb was the
view talsen cf abait rase in a case recently by the

Coîenoo, Piscs of this et ssî.ty, Jeïks v. AIundsrf.

The judgsssent itself iii titis case cf Site/sp v.

Iluqtts ssould seeni te go ne fnither thun this

limuited view, as it wi,i folind by the jury that

the relation in the case i wiicls the service sued

for wos rendiered, hcd itot toi nincted vithin six
yosrs. But the rocs eîsng efthe lonto Chiot Jus-

tice shonld avail te rnsko tue rulo as extended

and comprehieusivo as hie states it. Rie says
"If the law were net se, overy attorney, te assort

the statute, would have te sue bis clients once

in six years, which would be destructive te the

confidence which is essenitial te the relation.

DI1G EST.

NOTES
Or LATE DECISIOŽ,S IN THE PROVINCE OF QUE-

13EC ANDTI IE UTiED ST,11 S.

CARRisIaLs.

A carrier may by speciaI reitriset huait bis

iiability, exeept as ags' i on il aegligence.
Wliere a person delivers gonds te a carrier

and roceives a bll of laliîsg expressing that

tisa good,, are recela cd for transportation, sub-
jeet te tise conditions on tise back of the bill,

eu oe of w hidi tise carrier's icbility is liruitod

te a certain rate per lb., titis constitutos a spe-

cial ceîîtrcct by the parties, cnd the carrier, in
the absence of proof of negligence, is oniy liable

at tise rate cgreed upen.

Goeds were received by defetîdanits, a rail-
rocd eornpany, uoder a speciai contract as set
forth. in tise preceding paragrapli, and were

scfely ccrried to their wharf in New York,
and placed on the whsarf ready for delivery,
but before tise plaintiffs bil notice cf their
arrivai, or opportunity te rerne tbern, a fire

broke out on board a steamer of the defendants
lyiiig at tie whsarf, which. entirely consurned

the boat, ced ciso the wharf cnd the goodia

thereon. Tisere v.as rie evidonc as te the
origin of tise tire. IIdd, tisat plainetiffs cessld
rot recov 'er more than tise speci rate r.greed
upon, wqithot psreviîg negligecce of the defen-
dants.-Frlsem, lfirkteee &t Ce. v. Tlie Ce,en
den antd Amboy lie Yrsoad Gois.ay, 7 As..î. Lawx
Reg. 172.

See TEt.iEGRAPH' COMPANYs.

COTRcACT.

WTisere c parel Itrotiel e l substastially tise
sarno as c pros leus w sitteri cee, and netiîg la
donc utîder tic latter whicle tise preoiseer w.as
iset clrcady ieucd to de under tise fermer, ne
riew considoýrctieî passing bote so tise parties,
tIse existence eor ectforcunieiit cf tisa paroi cou-
tract ccî,ssot bo set cp ns a rescl ,ien ofthlie
fermer written one.-leesbrough et e7. v. ick
(Sup. Court U. S.) 7 Arn. Law lleg. 74.

See CARsiEsse-TaeLEGArss Ct ti ccxYs.ENOe
AND PUReIL SER.

COUNSFE. FEu-Sec RacEsAIER.

EnacuO, WIT OF.

Tise issue cf c w rit of erres is illeegal arbore
it wcs allowed ccd sigucd by tise Crowu
prosecuter fer ccd lu the ame cf tihe Attorney
General, and net by the Attorney Geora.-
The Queea v. C'harles John Dunlop, il L. C.
Jur. 271.

IN-soLVENevy.

1. A crediter holding socsîrity, altisongi lie
bas proýv-ed bis debt uoder soc. 22, cnuot vote
in tise election cf au assignee. T/ic mtouff of
Davia & Setn, -Betkrupts, (D. C. Ohsio) 7 Aiie. I cw
Reg. 30.

2. IFeder tise pte..ont baekrsîpt iaw or tise
Uenited States, cnd tise state exemaptitn lic s
incorperated witlt it, tise exemption cf suris
proerty, cccl or pet-. nal, et tise eltprîised
-value of $500, as a bankrupt las Peninsy ltaila
may elect te retain os exempt utîder tist lasa
cf tise state, la net incindcd lu but is cdditioncl
te the exemption frein tise operatios cf tue
bcnkrupt lcw, ot sncb necessary cnd suitabie
articles, cet exceoding in value $500, as witis
due reference, lu their amount, te the bard-
rupt's fcmily, condition acd circîsmastances,
mnay ho set apart by the assigee, stibject te
the court's revision.

But this exception to tlue feul value cf $500o,
ougbt not te bo aiiowed le ail cases, witbout
discrimcication or rneasure-Ia se Bauth, -Rank-
rîipt, 7 Arn. Law Reg. 157.

3. An appeal mcdo witbin the period of eigbt
days frcrn the rendericg cf a judgment subject
te revisicu, allowed by iaw (27 ccd 28 Viet.
ch. 89, soc. 22) for the adoption cf proceediogs
te have ccd obtain a revision. ls premattare;


