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MR. PATTON'S JURY BILL.

Mr. Pautton bu âain brought up his bill te alow ver-
dicte to be rendered on trial b>' jury in civil cases, aithough
the jury oea> not be unanirnous. Wuo sec the bill has pas-
uvfd the IUpper flouse.

1 uaportunity mu>' do much, as, in the case of the widow
of oli, but vo continue to rotait' our opinion that tbe
change is nalled for, and unnecessar>'; and vre beieve
t'bat if ever>' judge and ever>' barriâter in Upper Canada
could be heard on the subject, not one itt fifty vould speck
in faveur of it.

The resson assigned in tho preamble, i. net correct. It
in put vith the double negative, that Il it nlot unfrequent>'
happons " that juries are unable to arrive at a unanimous
deciion. That is, it frequent>' so happons. We joie
issue at once vithb Mr. Patton, and den>' the fact; and ve
ehould like to knov froin vhat source the information in'
derived. If vo are rightly informed, not more titau four.
such cases bave oocurred le the courts of the coun t> where
Mr. Patton bas practiped, for the lut seventeen years.

We trust that the Bloume of Assemb>' will require proof
of thse matter of faut etated in thse preamble, bofore adopting
the measure. It oea> find supporters aanong the Chancer>'
metn frein Upper Canada, but vo cannot thiok it vil be
favourab>' viewed b>' any member of the Common lAw bar.

MIL E. S. WuIPPLE.
We published smre tinie slece, a louter front Mr. Whip-

pie, with nmre reinarits which appesred tw b. called for by
the occasion. Wo have recent>' received a letter froin a
correspondent, but not for publication, writtaln Ilto dis-
abuse our minds vith regard te vhat might bo suppoeed
to be a vant of caridor on the part of Mr. W hippie." Our
correspondent givea a full and satisfactory explanation of
thse circunistances, and adds, IlMr. Whipple in an upright
geeerous-hearted, honourable man, and would net stoop to
a loy thing. 1 hope, therefore, yen vili accept this ex-
planation front me, cien et titis late period."

ln viov of the information nov givet, our readers wiii
sec that thse remarks made contais ne reflection on Mr.
Whipplo. "The cap doos net fit." We villing>' recur
te the subject to aay, vo are quit. aati. Our rtunders
cannot, after titis explanation, retain an>' unfavourable im-
pression in respect te Mr. Wisippie.

OFFICIAL SALARIES.
We observe t.hat Mr. McMicken has, dairing thc present

session of thse L.egisiature, introduced a bili intitulcd Il An
.Act te provide for the attacisment of officiai Sa!aries on
e.xecution for debt."

2

JUlJ)OMENTS.

,-UERN'S JIENCII.

Present: RoDnixoN, C'. J. ; bMcLsAN, J.; flvax, J.
3Nareb é, 156.

IIerk*v. Knapp.-lIule dischargod.
.VeDonelt Y. Jiurphj.-Rulo tu enter verdict for defendant dis-

cbiirged.
Rare Y. ll#U -Rule discbargeil.
Irre Y . ia oison-Rule nasa aliecharged.
Robitison v. Spry.-RsIe discbarged.
Vanlirockian v. Corporation of Tora of .Franifor.-RmIe dis-

cbarged. MeLean, J., dassentiente.
Reed.v. Wede.-Rule nai refused.
Ereraitors of Raidiaa'n v. Foster. -Ruie niai graated.
Corporation of &attaoanv. KeUly.-R nie haW granted.
Ruraceli v. Port Rairaell Htarbor Compansy.-Rule absolute te

enter nonsuit.
Smith v. I'aiky.-Rule absoluta for nov trial. Costa ta abide

the oveat
Rteeakensee v. O'XVeii-Rule absolute for new trial. Coul te

&bide the @vent.
Lze.au v. Leonard.-Rule absolute for nov trial, vitisont osta.
Canada Western Assurance Company v. Jarvis. -Rule diacharped,

if plaintifs consent ta accept £6, 6s. ; otherwise ne* trial witbout
coats.

Armstrong v. IÀtti.-Bule absolu fe.
Cleaso. v. Ayer et ai.-Rule absolute for new trial, cette ta

&bide the avant.
Ashtona Y. McMdilan.-Full coati flot tazable la actions of reple-

vin, more thon in othor actions, where verdict within juriadlotion
of an inferior court, sud no certificats.

Lavoie v. Treadelle.-Ruie discbarged.
Presser v. ilenaerso.-Role dlacbarged.
In the moatter of tAs Haire of gu"laoUcd.-Let thse partition bu

recorded.
J[eCarty y. Coaky.-Bale absolute te set avide judge'a order,

upon payaient of Cost.
.Pt.jaa v. Poge.-Bule absolute *pou payusont ef coat.
Edison Y. Stet'enson.-Rule diacbarged.
Harrison v. Brega.-Rnle diacbarged.
Kestesea Y. GoodeAam et al.-Ruale discharged, vith Conts.
Haye# v. O'Connor.-New trial vithout costa.
7%e Quere v. McEvoy. -Conviction aS.rmed as a conviction for

assanit and battery et common la,.
Vidal v. Donald.-Rule absoluto for nov trial, cotte lu &bide

the event.
la re Robertson and Townsh4p of Wellesly.-Rnle discharged,

vith Costa.
mareb P.1lui.

Mutuo2 Insarance Compansy Y. Palmesr.-Rule smu. refus&d
MVartin v. Clark.-Jndgment, for plaintiff on demurrer.
Darinag v. McLe&u.-Jadiment for defendasst on domurrer.

Postea ta defendant.
FeUoiva v. Hfunter.-Judgment for defeudant on demurrer.
Drew v. Fan4ayo,.-Nev trial upon payient of coua.
Sherman v. M7a Corporation of the Ulnited Countisa of Stormont,

Duadas anid Gengary.-Rule assa te set aide by-lav discisarged.
Ketchum v. Sm.ith et al.-Appeal alloved.
Buck v. Hunt.-Appeal diamissied vith Cosa.
Russell Y. RusaeUL-Judganent for tenant
Harey v. .Tacqua.-Judgment for defondant on denaurrer.
Abbott v. SAtaner et al.-Appeal diomiaa.
Eckharde v. Raby.-R aie discbarged.
Sutherland Y. XcKune. -Rule dlaoharged.
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