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ABSOLUTE PflIVIIEGR OP CouNsL.-In the meent and now celebrated case
af Ctrnrin&,ng v. Wilson one of the. witnesses claimed, but without âvait, th#- pro-
tection of the Court fromn certain remnarks of the Solicitor-Ç*eneral. Ttc Master
of the Rol!s ini the case of Muneter v. Larnb, 52 L.J. Rep. Q.B. 726, states very
clearly the absolute jprivilege cf counsel and the. reasons therefor ini th,-se words:
leA counsel's position is one of the utmost difficulty. He is to speak of that
Nvhich ho knows; ho isa~ot called upon ta consider-whether the facts with whieh
hc is dealing are true or fl'ase. What he has to ÛL ie ta argue as best he can
wvithout degradýng himself, in order to mair'tain the proposition whtch wvil1 carry
w',ith it either the protection or the remedy which he desires for his client. If,
ainidst the difficulties of his position, he were ta be calleu upon during the heat of
li iý argument ta, consider whether what he says is true '%r taise, or wheiher what he
SJVS is relevant or irrelevant, he would have his minci so embarrassed that he
cou Id flot do the duty which he is cal'ed upon ta perforni. More thin a judge,
iiiiitelv more than a witness, he wants protectime on the ground of benefit tp

tie', p)ublic.",

l)îSTRESS FoiR RENr.-A picture sent back by the purchaser ta, the artist ta
bi touched up or altered is flot exempt from distress for rent upon the artist's
stmlio. Sa it wvas held by Mathew, J., sitting without a jury, in Van Yllwop v.

/Nand the authorities as awhole seern fully ta bear out his la. Jship's
opinion. ht has, indeed, been said (sce Parsons v. Gingcil, M6 Law~ J. Rep.
C.P. 227) that if articles ame sent ta a place ta reinain there the% are
distrainable, but that if sent for a particular abject, and if the remain-
iinig at the place he an icident necessary for the completian of that abject,

tfare flot. But the better opinion is that the exernptiun fromi distress
anises solely for the benefit of tradle and commerce (sec Lyons v. JUliotÉ, 45
L.w J1. Rep. Q.B. 159), as is shown Vy the exemption being held applicable
to pawned gonds at a pawnbrokeî' S (Swirc v. Lcach, 34 Law J. Rep.

C .15o), and] to a. carrnage sent ta a coachmnaker for sale (Findon v. M'-Larcit),
Imit Iiot ta hanses anci carriages standing at live-ry (Francis v. WfaIX. BI.
48,1), or even ta a ship in the course af being built in a dock, as was held by the
Court Of Appeal in Clarke v. The AMillwal! Dock Compaeiy, 55 Law J. Rep. Q.B.,
Si7. There is no doubt ih2t the law of distress presses very hardly on the
propetty af persens who are strangers ta the landiord. Even their rnoney, if
contained in a sealed bag, miay bc seized for the rent of a friend wvith whain they
inay be staying, thotugli.mioney loase cannot be seized (sc Bac. Abr. IlDisti7ess,"
R, citing 22 Ed. IV. 5o6). [The above is subject, however, s0 far as we are :
concerneci, ta R.S.O. map. 143, s-s. 27, 28.] -Law journal.

EVIIIENCE OF THE SOVEEIGN-In the Iicrkelzy Pecrage Case, sa, it is
said in Taylor on Eviidence, 8th edit., vol. ii., p. 1175, in reference, no doubt)
ta) the case heard at the beginning af the present century, Ilcounsel entertaitied
somne idea af calling the Prince Regent as a witness, but it ultitnately becarne ,


