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dcaims of the attorneys Nvho prosecuted
the recent suit of the Fit7gerald-Mallory
Company which resulted in a judgment

,fsome $300,000 against the Missouri
Pacifie R3ailroad Company. The firm of
attorneys in this case attempted to file ani
attorneyes lien in the Supreme Court for
8150,000 in payment of their «services.
Ihe dlaim Nvas referred to a special master
for investigation and report. .Before the
special master each of the tNvo parties
were allowed sih wvitnesses to give expert
testimnony as to the justness of the
charge. The following are the sums at
whcli the twelve legal experts valued the
services which. the plaintiff attorneys had
rendered: J. W. Deweese, $150,000;
J. M. Woclworth, $150,000; N. K.
Griggs, $120,000 to 3150,000; G. M.
tanîberton, $100,000 - L. C. Burr, 3150O,-
000; N. S. Rai wood, $100,00u., to 8150,-
000; John M. Thurst>n, $30,000;
G. W%. Ambrose, q35,000 te 34,0;
H. J. Davis, $40,000 te $4.5,000; W. F.
Bechett, 335,000 te $40,000 ; S. J.
Tuttle, $50,000. The doctors as usual

isgreed, and the special master brought

in an estimiate of 2'120,000 as a fair price'
for the -work cf which the successful liti-
gants !had reaped the benefit.

TnEr: Timnes, i a recent article, points
out tbat the success cf the Commercial
Court seenis assured, for i the very short
period ini which, it has existc-d-a samall
fraction of the legal rear-399 summonses
-of varieus kinds had been heard, and
most of thera were the equivalents cf
zseveral summnonses i an action travelling
1-y the ordinary judicial high road. 0f
the 399 applications, 150 resulted i
.orders te, transfer te the commercial lis;ý
forty inirefusais. The other 209 consiszed
-of -applica,*.ions for directions,z .tc., in
Nvliceh the judge at an early stage get
scisin of the matters in di"spute>statedi

how, things were te, be, put in train for
trial, and teck care that there -%vas no
futile nonsensical skirmnishing hefore the
decisive battie was fought. One hundred
and thirty one cases have been appointed
for trial, an aniount -.viceh, in view of
the very short tinie in wvhich the Court
bas been at work, and the fact that the
total number of defcndedI actions, big and
làittle, tried in Lcndon and Middlesex by
ail judges does flot mucli exceed 1,200 te
1,400 a year, is considerable. 1Ninety-
seven causes, some of them of great nmag-
nitude and of moment to many others than
the plaintiff and defendant, had been
trieci, and twenty-six hlad been settled,
for the most part through the interven-
tion of the judg- it wvould be intere-sting
to compare with these figures the extire
business of he London Chamnber of Arbi-
tration, whicli was te supersede in coni-
inerdiai cases the ordinary trihunals of
the country.

THE curious case of Rogrers -v. The
State, Supreme Court of Arkansas; (1894),
29 South 'Western Rep. 894) smntoe
in the UniversiUv Law Review. On, an
indictmient for murder, the prosecution,
desiringr te prove ti'at the defendant had
filed a inotion for discontinuance at a
former trial on account of the absence of
materiai witnesses, called the trial judge
presiding at the presezit trial, as witness
against the prisoner, and he testifid te
these circuusscances. Afterwards, bning
of opinion that the evidence -was incom-
petent, lie excluded the evidence 'wvhich
lie had given as a witness. The Appel-
late Court lIeld that, although no pn.rti-
ality or wrong intenition was shown, this
was an er especially since, under the
cOnstitution cf the State forbidding
judges toe arge on a question of fact, it
arnounted te -in expression of opinion;
and the error was fatal to the verdict.
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