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erders for stamps, and to hand tbem over as
required and paid for, te clerks. The work te
be done newv certainly seerns te us net one haîf
what it was before, and yet there is one per
cent. increase in tbeir allowrance. "lBut," Say
the County Attorneys, " we have te lie eut of
the money paid for stamps some time, and the
per centage is little enough." IVell, se bave
clerks of courts, and for a mucb longer time,
for they inust bave on hand a stock of stamps
sufficient te keep the business of the courts
going on, anil generally have te wait for the
cost of stanîps tilI judgment in a case is oh.
tained. Now if we are rightly informed,
County Attorneys are allowed a standing
credit witb the Government of from $300 te
$500, but tbey will net give clerks credit o
allow them any percentage on tbe purchase
of stamps in quantities. IL will be wise for
County Attorneys te reconsider tbecir dcci-
sien, if indeed it be correct that tbcy have
determined te act as stated, for tbe clerks are
a large and influential body of nmen, and tbeir
clamer for justice will net be ligbhtly esteem-
ed. Thiere is a certain story about a goose
that laid golden egs and-verbu, s(ip.
Ilowever, we would be much pleased te see
a proper understanding on tbe point between
these officers, and at present do not desire te
say anytlîing more. County Attorneys are
certainly net, we knoiv, properly paid for
their services generally; but in tbis parti-
cular matter justice calîs for a fair allowance
te Division Court clerks, who are the worst
paid officiaIs in the country.

SELEOTIONS.

A MAGISTEIZIAL FOOTPAI).
A Continental paper relates the followinig

curious incident: - One night last we ek M.
M ,a magistrate, when returning ho)me

throuigh a dark and narrew street, cmne into
violent contact with a passengrer, whli) in-
Stantly madle if with ail sipoed, The judigo
ilniiediately felt for bis watchi, and firid-
iner ibat it was flot in Ilis pnc(.ket, r,:'n
afrer the supposed robber and demanded its
restitution. The man hesir.ated a niornellt,
but at last iianded hiin a watch. 01) arriving
at homre M. !N-was,, ast<)nished to see bis
owvn wî1teh on a table. The next morning lie
Nvent to the police office, related bis aulvenrurle,
and gave up the wateb which lie had so
strati,,ly obtained on the previous evening.
The offier on duty ilien infrmed the niagîrs-
trate that a person hadJ.ust called to comýplain
that Le bad been robbed of bis watch in the
street mentioned, and the fact was at once

ascertained that both the magistrate and the
comiplainant had mistaken each other l'or
robbers.-Lau, Times.

ODDS AND ENDS.-OLD LAW REPORTS.
Usley's case records an interesting fact ini

the hîistory of-turkeys. Thus it runs:
"Trespass. Plaintiff declares that the de-

fendant did break bis close, and eat bis grass,
&ccumz aveisi qui*s,' 8eilicet, oxen, sbecp,

hogs, 'zrilus, that is to say, turkeys.' And the
Judge in this case did flot hold tbat turkeyst
are flot cornprised witbin the general w'ord

a~eiwbicb is an old law word, and these
fow'ls camne but lately into England. And
upon tbis it was directed to cover the danînges,
for otberwise, if the damnages shall be jointly
,given, and it be iii for this, because of the
turke-,s, for tbe reason above said, it will over-
throw ail tbe verdict."- Clayton's Reiorts.

THE LAW & PRÂCTICE 0F THEI
DIVISION COURTS.

(Cwilinuedfrom page, 318, Foi. X., U. C. L. J.*)

The requirernents of the rule of practice in
the Superior Courts as to tbe plea of " General
issue by Statute," are flot in terms incorpo-
rated with the procedure of the Division Courts,
tbougb section sixty-nine of the act ought te
be adopted and-applied in ail such cases. The
defendant in a Division Court, desiring to avail
imiself of a defence under a statute, miust give

a notice in w'riting six days befere tbe trial
(sec. 'P3,) and the general form (.NO. q,) of
"Notice of defence under Statute," evidently

contemplates a description of the particular
statute under which the defence is offered.

The principles of practice in the Superior
Courts, applicable to actions in tbe Division
Courts, would therefore demand that iu plead- t
ing tbe general issue, or net guilty by statute,
the year of the reign in wbich the act of par'~
liament wvas passed, as well as the chapter and
section of the act upon which the defendant
relies, sbould be embodied in the notice or
stated in tbe margin before the defendant could
be allowed to avail bimiself of the privilege of
giving Ofly special matter in evidence in actions
for thinqs done under the Division Courts Act.

Tbe words in section 194 are very general;
the defendant " may give anyl Epecial inatter
ini evidlence," under tbe plea of "lnot guilty by$
statute." When properly pleaded tberefore,
it lets in, net only defences peculiar to the

*By an error of fbe prtss ün this page "l126, sec. D3,
put for Il126, sec. 1 L'y


