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[El ec. Case.

branch of common law with a tcndency ta en-
croach upon equity. Half a-dozen difficuit
casas in the samne province of tort or contract
mty be brought up his stairease in as many
days. With the exception of corne vexations
delays at Rolis Garden, the learned gentleman
has, no need ta waste any tima. H1e is flot
obligad ta watt for hours on the back banches
tili their Lordships have heen through the
Bar, or at Nisi Prius ta read the newspaper
adt siausecenî tili hae hears that ' no other case
will ho taken to-day.' Most of bis time is
spent within reach of his book-shelves, and if
lie has auy moments ta spare fromn his work
ha feels that it bis duty ta bestow tbem. on
the yaang gentlemen in the next room. Hlis
holidays are few, and he sometimes contents
himseli in the long vacation with coming ta
Chambers an haur Inter, and leasing an heur
carlier. We have dwelt upon the advantages
which. are afforded ta clients hy bis learning
and experience, bat another renmains ta ha
rnentioned. It often happens that the coansel
retained ta hold the brief upan the trial of a
case is an excellent advocate but an indiffèrent
lawyer. ]3y engaging a pleader in the earlier
stages ai the cause it is possible ta effect a
division af labour without exciting the ill-will
or jealoasy whiclî wou]d ensile if ona barrister
wcre replaced by another. Looking at these
advantages, we shoulel ha disposed ta think
that whatever changes in the practice ai pleati-
ing have been or may yet bc effecteel, there
will always ha room for a body ai practitioners
s0 enuinently useful as the ana which we have
described. And sa long as there is a reason-
able demanel for the services ai a pleader, we
cannat sc why any ana should abject, for a
time at least, ta practise below the Bar. There
are, it is true, a few disadvantagcs in postpon-
ing one's caîl. No matter how ancient nîay
be the standing of a pleader, ha is not eligible
for several valuable appoiutments, inclading
that ai County Court judge. Bat the chance
of getting practice anti experionco a long time
earler than is usual is a gooti set-off agaiîîst
sncb disabilities.-Law Journal.

Iu an interior county of Ohio, la a criminal
court presideti over hy a judge ai cansiderable
hamor. a notarieus thief was on trial for larceuy.
The principal question of fact in the case was
whether the praperty stolen was worth thirty-
flva dollars, or leas than that amaunt. Accord-
iug ta the statutes ai that State, if tha value
amoanteti ta this samn, the offence was grand
larceny, anti the penalty would bc imprisament
in the peniterttiary, where the rogue righttully
belougaîl. After the jury had been ont for cav-
erai hours, they returneti into court, and caiti
ta the judge that they coaldti0 agres unIes ha
chargedti hemn whether they should estimate the
gonds nt the wholesale or retail price. There-
upon the j uege enlighteueti thent thus :

Il Mell, gentlemen, cousidering the way the
rascal came by the gonds, 1 don't lhink the court
eau affort ta wlaolesale them ta hlm.

ONTARIO REPORTS.

ELECTION CASE.

(1?eported ty IIENny OYBORO, Fsq., ltnrei'step atLaie,
Rcpes'ter ta M/e Court.

REO. EX RFL. COR13ETT V. JUta.

Municipal eleia eperrndort of retiorniaq offic, r-
Eleelion, by acclameation.

At a meeting called to reeive nominations for municipal
Coumaliors, 0one party, as tlîcy alleged, made their muni-
nations at 12 o'clock, or a iew moments alter, in1 the pre-
strie et only two or three persons, and w ithout any effort

on tie part of tise returnii' officer to cail in the people
outside the place of meeting. he retinrning officer did
not enter lthe names of thse candidates in bis biook, and
gai e evasire answers ta some ef the other îîarty who cauto
iii strwards, aa to whether any nominations hll been
made or net, and icd sosie of thse electors present ta
think titat titere was an heur or se te niaie nomnnations,
when su fart there was kass titan hait titat time. At 1
o'eloek flic retucu]ng offirer, ivithont making any preti-
minaey statretent thiat certain persans Lad been nomma-
ted, and iihout sling whetlîer there were any other
candidates ta be nomainated, declarcd titat fiie persons
nominated at the opeuing ai the nieting wero dnly
clected tîy acclamation. Tise otiter side, who were wait-
iog, as they alleged, te a te their n ominations alter the
other party, nnder tise impresson htat no nominstions
liad as yetbeen mîade, protrsted a-"tinst titis, and desired
ta isotiiate tise opposition candidates, (ef whont the
relater was ane,) wliiel tise retnrning officer, lioweî er,
retîssei ta recette s beisîg ton late.

Held, 1. That ti ecleetion toust lie set aside, and a iiei
elertion ordered.

2, That tie relator was a candidate atîd voter witliin tise
meaning et see. 103 of tmunicipal act, and that tiseretnrn-
intg offleer eîînld not by lis illegal acts direct him of ls
ris'htt in titat respect.

hi. That tise names et ths candidates sliould have liera
subitiitted te tic meeting eeriatiet atter the lieue had
eia1 ised, and an eppectnity given ta the eleeters preseut
te express thcir assent or dissent, witlteut whiels tisera
conld net lia eaid ta have becu an election liy acclama-
tion.

4. Tisat tise rrtsîrning tîffleer liad acted impropei'ty sud con-
tracy ta tise spirit aftie law, and was theretere ordered
ta pay tise cents.

[Chiambers, Feli. 2elth, itarcit Stis, 1869.]

This was a queo warranta summons on the
relation of John Curbett againt Thomas Juil, as
reeve of the village of Orangeville, andi Thomas
Jackson, P'eter McNtsbb and Joseph Pattullo,
coaneillors of the came village, ta have their
electios reepectively deelared invalid and void,
foi the foliowing causes :

1. 'Phat the said election was flot conducteti
sccording ta law, iu this, that the said Thomas
Juil, John Andetson, Thomas Jackson, Peter
McNabb and Josephs Pattullo, or any or either of
themn weie not duly proposed and socondled ac-
cording ta, law, star were the saiel parties duly
proposed and secouded at tlie place appointeel
for sncb by the returuiug officer, nor were the
saiti parties propaseti and séconded within the
time requireel by law.

2. TVtat the saiel Thomas Juil, John Anderson,
Thomas Jackson, Peter McNabb andl Joseph Pat-
tuila, were nat duly or legally elected or s'etarned
iu this, that the saiti parties were not duly pro-
poseti sithin the proper time or at the proper
place, nor were thcy proposed according ta law.

8. That the retarning officer did flot wait for
one hoar after the last candidate had beau duly
proposed andi seconded as je reqaired by law so
ta do. but impraperly anti illegally declared the
said parti es duly electeti councillors for the year
1869.


