
traband of war, and, if suich is% erugglcd oit board tlicir -duips. these authoritie.4, but ou1 the construction oft' Ui recent net
have goncrally proufs of ilicir own innocenco of ils> presonceo. If 1) Vie , c. 95~. h wliule question turros upon the
there Btifficient tu o.itiisfy any rua.4onable person. T'le t4îkîng .
duel% a voggel it port for adjudication undor etncb circuim- nisigof the terni Il cause of' action." Thiis terni docil
stances cotild be produictive of' nnthîing but annoyanco. Tol flot ncccs.sarily menti n cause o>f action oit one si~ngle entire
tho sham noutral, indcd, thte ndvantageofut sucli a rul is coiitniCt, for thcrc mav bc elle cause of action ont sevcnall
obvions enoug l.

'lhirdly. to the litimnn race in goncral, war id at ait tinieR debts coittraettcd nt diffoent tintes ; and ini by fuir tho
an cvii, and cadi bolligercnt nation, an %voit a8 oecry làitiifl grenter nlutuber oif cades a cuoant iniit iîuléaits uîssuLipsit,
wlîich is honcstly and truly neutrîîl, lias a dirct iiitercdt in
briuigin;: it tu a close ns sait as possible. 13ut agreatobstaclo or debt is founded ont nay distinct cont"'îcts, as %vas
tu thîîs irould ho created if the miles uof the liuw of' nations poinitedl out in JIrske v. flircett, (1 1,MN. & W. ;360 ;
wero @uch as tu allow pretonded uieutrals te drive a flooni- d oucutmyb osduc n as tnnn
ing irade between the belligerent.4, %viti the pimytr of indu-.adoecui;iayb user n asef'ati.
rctity ftiding eitlier party uit convemience or pletteure. lTo provide tlîat onu cause of' action ont une couire contrart

'rite Britîsli Minister, in is repiy tu the Amnericuin Minis- should not bu divided, wuuld bu uinievcssary and surplu-
ter, ont whliclî iv commietctd in aur Lest nunîter, duos flot sg n huhatagmn htacas ntnto
dispute the position of' tie latter which, wue have boula dis g - an0huha ruîu hutacas na e t
cussing. Thie Engiehi Minister'd case did flot, indeed, me- Parliainent if understood iii une sensu would bc opemativo,
quire ltim tu do su ; for hio position id, that tic Tren~it WliL8 i -in another inoperative,-is îlot by amy mpans a conclu-
nlot in amy way viulating the law ut' nations, su that nnyi
6cizume of her or lier t'reight ivas upitivfol nt) initie. stvc one, because it mnust bu adnîitted clauses are oftcn ini-

Such, as appears te, u8, is tie juribtical view of the qes- troduced ex abundantUa c«ittelld, yçt it is ot' some wtcight
tion maised b y this affair eft'he Trent. Wc have ail alon'g and the probability is thiat the Legislature, in onactiog tbat
purpo8cly rcfraincd froin consideming the subjeet in an' suu' cio
political or moral vicw, and riow taike leave eof it.-Jurtel. a eo cto hball ilot bu divided, nîcant a cause of ac-

_________________________ tion which but for the enactwent would bu divisabie, and

D 1 V I S 1 0 N C O U R «r S. ihen it is considered to whiat abuses the narrower cons-

TO CORIIESPONENTt. t f the tern îould lcad (whichi is strongly exeut-
Au CommirnjiUo,,u on the tubjed of Division C>,uri, or haring on, reaif la plified in the preseni case, in whiub 228 actions have been

1)wuwn OUT*J (Irie ifuueobadrsd aheLiosfteLi JUn!comm enced, and 3000 might have been brou-lit), we think
..4Uother Cmmunoionare as htho tbcTheiorsf te Law Jou-1a, we inay sat'cly conclude, tiîat the terni ilcause of actioa"

_____________________-~ou-lit to bu interpreted one cause of action, and flot to bu
SPLITTINO THE PLAINTIFF'S DEMAND. linîitcd to an action, on one sepnx-.te contraet.

(Ct»iued frompage Mt.) But on the other lînnd, if thu terni i te comprise ai-
The Plaintiff in this case (Grintly v. Aylcroùl) was a debts that might bc ine!uded in one eount,-debts for work

grocer, the ]?efundant a Railway Contractor. he mon and labor, guods soid, ilse aîîd occupation, &c.,-tbough
ecmployed by the latter on tîje Railway, wcrc paid partly iii totaliy unconnectcd witlî ecd other, wliich miglit bu in-
money, and partly in tickets or orders for goods. Tlîroe cludcti in oe indelbita tas coux4t, would bu pruventedi fronti
tlîousand eof tliese tickets had been given by order of' the bein- divided undur this clause,-and if indivisible, and
lefendant to the plaintiff who supplied thu womkwun accord. the c'reditor brouglit an action for any part ho wouid vir-
ingly, and on settling with thens the contractera dedueted tually abandon ail the reniainder by the operation of the
thesu orders as se much money. latter part of the G3rd section.

The dufendant having rcfused te pay thu plaintiff thesu In sutch a case Mr. Justice Coieridge held that a simiiar
ticketa, Uhc latter brouglit 228 actions upon themin theUi clause in the Brighton C~ourt et' requests net did nlot apply,
County Court, each as it would sen on the amount eof the -the demand there heing for thrce distinct things, the pricc
supplies te une werknian. The question was whether un- et' a lierse, rent, and gouda sold; but ho made a distinction
der these circunistances the case came 'witlîiî the provision bctwcen that case and one wbere a debtorlias a bull runuiing
uft'e Ui 3rd section (Engiisli Act, agninst dividirg any on frein day te day (i'eale v. BUlis, 11 Powl. & L. 163.) Ia
cause eof action for the pumnose of' bringing twe or more such a case, theugh each item of geods suppliet1 pr work
suits, or lut other words, wh;etbcr the splitting et' a trades- dune constituted a separate contraut, se that aftcr thxe stipu-
man bill as hall been donc iii titis case was a dividing a lated prie becanie due the tradesman, could sue for onui
cause of action inithin thu mecaning et' the 3tatute. .Pol- item, yet the inderstanding is undoubtediy, that it shaîl
lock, C. B., afttr refcmring te the eider authomities, ail of~ bu uuited ivitht other items and form an entire demand;
îvhich had been cited and communtcd on in te course oft and duubtlcss if lifter several other items ivere added te the
the argument, and te the judgment of Lord Tenterden iii first, Uhe tradesmen we.re te brin- separate actions for each
R. v. Siteriff of lefordshire, 1 B & Ad. 672, proceeds as for a distinct debt, any superier court weuld deal with
hus : IlThe present case however dues net proceed upor sucit a proceeding ns -'xatiens.
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