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damages, and for migdirectiau, contending tbat ul.esa the. pleintitY iîerifaeicsas tuIfilluga duey imposed upon liim by tIlie court un der
badil tustaitâtd dausage lie vas neot etitled, to recaser, sud as any the co,~mun la, yet it vas in a ,îrivate matîcr. and iti if it vus
rate Dot for more than bis actel damagçe frous Ibo wiîole trasac- inteîîded ta b. incîu.led ini the prottniion ta public oflicers pivert
tion. and thst tAie truc estimate of danmetge vas the salunt by )y itaitite 14 & là Vie., ch. 61, it uanted explanation. by which
.hich tAie two mortgagem exceeded the actuel value of the laud. lec mentit thut the. languoege of the etatute <lii not moite the. upplics.
lie contended aie tat us the. eo.tgnige given ta Caenill con- tien esufficientiy Ccar.
taineil a covenant. to puy tihe moniey, sud as F rreil in bis asign- Au ta Ill unfartunnte omission ini tlia case giving a gond ground
ment ta thie plaintiff liid aie c'aveinted with the. plinitil tîmast of action, ta the indlividuel vie bas suffered daiaige by it. there eau
the fortgage deit slîould b. panctually paid, it vu. incorrect ta lie no domîbt a. tiîî on tisi point. A cuba bite this meul4t clently
charge the. jury tbat time covellumits did nit affect Rite plantiff's cone vithie ithe iengunge u'i.d Iby the Court aIr Commet Pieus in
riglit ta recaser substatiel damiages. lie ohjecteil alio tiant tie Englanîl, in their ju-lgment in tIie case of lien/y v. The .Ilayur of
pittintiff hall na dlaim to recuver bis casts ini Caancery ini tiie fore- Litote, à Bing. 1107, 108; and it dors flot appeer ta ue- tint tiiere
closore suit brouglit iy Spe~rrs. isasy legal objection tu tle amaunt of damages. The. jury Uere i

Ecclu. Q. C.. and R. A. Harrison, sbewcd cause. They cited fiact tiot diapoee.1, it would aem, ta bear bordl upon the dctcn.Iavnt.
Consul. Stats. U. C., chi. 126, scs. 1, 9, 11'. 11, 20; ch 89.* tecs. Tîîeir verdict sbewn tiant, andl tl.ey acre rig!ýt. for in the multitude

of1 nl.ie e.6;CmmnLaPaeueAt es atntrien ta be made by a regi«trar iliere is alays t poqsibility of
4; Mc Whisne, v. 4 U.C C. P. 21)3 ; IL..Uace v. Smith, ô Fa-.t erber Thse niortgage tu Spurrili. it bas bcen etaètrd, eleuped, ahier-
115; Greeawvay v. liard, 4 T R 553; Utuphp!/m, v. ! Il, vation ii thie seartheo made, frram the accidt'et that tIlle eetry in
à AI. 42; Tir Qutem v. Kelk. 1 Q B. 660: Davii v. Cirling. 8 Q 1,e iuglez vas made in a wrt-ng colume, brimg inclu.Ied je etitries
B. 286; 'Cargue v. The Luud»%a nd Brighton g. W Co.. 5 Q B. os lots on tlie s.iutt tcule of Duejes etreet iuntead af on the nartb
747, 7,51; Koennet and' A ton fanal Kusrçtioùn v. Great Irexler,i siîle Thie might wei liappeu. tbough it caont.t. lie dernd tbnt it
R. W. C'o.. 7 Q B3. 824. MVarck v Pur( Durer and Olierrelle Roud j a* an errer whicli implie» negligeece. andl tisi the. pesanl uffer-
Co., 15 V C Q.B. 138; Fletcher a Greeawdll. 4 D.-wl 166; »-iÇat,'. ing frrnt it bite a laimt Ia b. made gaod.
Aoese v. Keen. 4 B. & C. 2910; Shatwell v liait, 10 *il. W . 521 z Na doul t it vins pre--eil open thc conaideration of the jury. as
Palmer v. Grand Junetion R. IF. Cu., 4 M. & W. 749: Atiil..av t reaa"otthly mugit sud naturaliy vouid bc, tbat ntwilhstsnding
.Daaweil. 3 East 92; lny .v The Nayor 4c . of Lyjra. 5 Bin,. 91, the plaintiff gli bis incambrmuce ta pay off, of Uhich h. badl no
107; G"tb P. Tre.ie of t/as Liverpool Docks, 3 IL & N. 164: knowledge, thuulh h. bacd telira tie proper means to escertain
SeUtosv. Clurke, G Taut 29; Gladèrdi v. Sieyal, 6 Bing. N. C. th truth. yet tint be vas afîer ail je tact ne luner hy thc wiole

78at transaction, for thai hie sold lhe property at lest fer an advnnced
X. C. Caueerop, contra. cited, Whaite v. Clark., 11 Ug C. Q.B. 137- priee. Uhici mave bien frrat %Il lIen and did cite more than that.

ImitA v. Shaw'. 10 B. & C. 277; liadyt v. Earl of Lichfie.ld, j If tie jury. ie îiea of tbat circumétance, bail given even 'ces
Bing. N. C. 49Y2; Joule v. Tayla. 7 Et. 58 damugew. thau tbcy did. ve should net bave been isuvprseît- but

Rosisses, C. J., delivered tie judgment of thc court. tbey toait a reteonable courge je giving the moderate anmaunt UbiCb
Thie Bir»t question ta b. determned by us je uthether the defen- tic7 d,4i. îhnngb it vun prnhably more titan the delendant under

dent as a regitrar, vau entitlcd under ibe Statute Cons.I. $taiu. the circenistances .tzpcced ho aimaIt have to pay; and Ue connat
Ul C., ch. 126, sec. 20, te the protection given te jutices or the seterfere on the gr.-und tbat la fact the plaintiff sustaincd uie
pueud cther officers as ta notice of action, aid tie time Uitin if dage. ir air, or in tact be did suifer damatge just Io thc estent
Uhicêt actions sbould b. brought. Nu doui tie regietrar ils al af the incunèbrance cf the. fiuai mortgago. in iis sens, ibat but

public officer. and ir. atter carry.ng oui or aîtenipting te carry for the defendants nietake bis bargiti Uould bave been te much
out sny powers given te bum by the set. ho sbulih bcarged vii more profitable te bu tisu it lurned ont Io b.

mminaeance, ve do ot at proment me hout it could ho denied tint As te tIme defendtnt's cosu je the Chancery poaU, vs cannt tell
ho vould b. suîiitied te the protection given b, tuai aet. net merelj that the jury ailoee. tien,. but must ratier juter tbat thty did
te jusiesa of tise poulct. but te cicr, o bher ofllcr fàiali'ng a net. mince tii.y gave little noe tisai hait tic ameunt ot the Birut
public duty. But uc tisin thc statuts je net te h. extceled te mmoigagc, whicb ha te b. psad ont ef tie prccerds ot the »Je et
casles ef me", nelect er maifeasuos Secs 9 a"d 10 Of the sut th Raiediaessgêd

Wjaste that, vs tiink, plaiuY. Rl ictp
The case ef Ds.ia v. Carliay, 8SQ B. 28&, is diffurent e its

sature trou. the proesti sied doe. met support tht detendants lam lit Rit ALLAN, &0.
te notice. The court thbn unid tba& tbe defenidani. a ro&I murieyor. 4'ridw <rk-.pw««oefr admusn.. es dm Ail p.-lquuam
vas cbarged viii tic posicive net of bàying gravel upan tie rend. As *sgllet ft' a «tdlei of 083-u Pet -r t. sdmir.l. ta au ettom.y sMd
sud tise1 did mot consider tit his doing onesaed alloaiug it te s'.tlth . em mof aIx inu eqcfty inu ppur CRaad ansut ley. M1.1: thaa

0_&__ flute aw 9tfly. out "IVth ib m miuss W-udu... la Pub. M. 4remain ticre incombering the rond, could b. reasonibly regarded of.v. ?. tZaa u. c. cap. us t.et uts èit. on aat eà duoi m asf u
as a moe omission et a daty, as tsegigcnce or nenfeasai z. aid 1-« sct'c da set buo. thm brut day ofib the laili wbi. bu taam.ds te
nching eisc. Tbcy tieugbt liaiti bo fm muet b. rcgurded as gue adivi
baving outuaaiited a Urog in execlaiug; tic auîberity givai 19 bim aft,' ti, n tRqsu at.tm It latst t" honk bu.h iaUi rEds meryUs ul
by thc m. :.&d se camn itbi, the verdi et thc clausnt. vbich
gises the protection virre a pers.. is suci fer aunset c.nnmilrd, <ILT. lm0.)
by i in pursusuce of ti satues, er usidi tise autisority of thc NIs. AMoa duvring thc preseot ei made application te bo adl-
samut. mitted au attorney a"d moicher ef the d&ferent couxti of law sud

The principal ces" hicis beas upu tuis question vere citcd j quiiy in Upper Canada.
il tise "rgmont ofthis case. W. have leeked iute ticui aIl. and Hie left bis ceuiract o etmrvice affdav.t cf execution, sied with
la our opinion noue et tieul goest me fer as te beld a notice et action eue exception &Il euesr paper Bece«Mary unIes thi Chatute, sud

uecuusr la biscas, or tuaL tic limitation eftuime for seing jrules et the 1ev mocicty prier te admnisiou, ait the secet"a ef
applies. lsotu points in tat tuou upou tic sme questice et. tic Law Society. ai leaut tourteen days beoro tiec Brut day ef terni.

ceutrection. The exception vas bis aura affidavit et due service wiicà he did
We do mot "ua thai voea m old thsl registrars oan ne oflâces net l*e ouil afier tic commencement et teri. Thse queption oien

Witbin tic met, but abat ibis registrer is eiargel Uilta s not ai troue Uheier er net ibis affidavit sbould not bave becun Bled aiti
set commiiud in crying tic taw jute cifect accerdîng te bis tic other poper memtioucd at leaci tourteti des boïers the tcm
erteces ides et bie daty, but a negligeni omission te de abat ho as a ncceiary parteto is application, te ho admitteil au attorney

àbchm calleid upun e oe by a persa ve bcdl ompieyed bis aid soliciter.
servies in bis offiiai situation, aid paid bits feer the duiy required Thse mocicty. in consequeuce. instemd et gruunting bim tic osdi.
of unm. Tie late Chier Justice or the Comunoi Pîca rigbily ptated 'na-y certilicate, gave te uini a certilicate metting ferti tie epecial
tie disinction, ve tinuis in Vc Wlrtr v. Corée# et si., 4 U.C.C. P. Icircemestanseea.wbiecicertificate h peteted I he eourtof Qlvews
2011, vi hé smi tisai tiongi t. sienSlun acting uâpeia svnit or Beach. lieeupâmi àis felvimg jismMa u dhlioend. by


