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this reason 1 believe the rnaxim caiinot apply and should flot
have been dragged in.

Whet.her Lord Justice Moulton's obiter dictuni, in so far as
on principle it would exclude ail cases of traffle froi- the opera-
tion of that rule of evidence, will be adopted, reniains to be
seen.-La-w Magazine and Revieiw.

The origin of a well-known "dog Latin" phira.e inay flot bc
very well known, and for the information of those wlio do not
know it, and to recail it to those who do, we give the following
extract from a book entitled "Autiientic Letters from Upper
Canada," by T. NW. Magrath, published in Dubk1in, 1833. The
scene is laid in York, now Toronto. MNr. IVagrath writes as
follows:

"A writ against a debtor liable to the law of arrest, was put
into the hands of one of our sherfffs-a fat and unwieldy person
-to whoin the debtor was pointed out, and finding hiniseif liard
pressed hy the sIîeriff (who w'as well nîounted) mnade off for a
raorass, into whiah he dashed, laughîng heartily at his pursuer.
Now the puzzle to the sheriff was how to make a proper return
on the writ-he could flot return "non est inventus,"' for' lie liad
found bis prey; lie could flot return "cepi," as hee had not
succeeded in the capture. So after mueli deliberatioti, lie miade
out the return "non est coineatibus in swampo."


