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let day cf August, 1848, caused him ta be impri-
eoned, and alsa for that thoy, on the ssud lst
August, 1848, caused hie goode to ho seized," &oc.

This wae objected to on the argument. tord
Cipbell eaye, "-It je clear that the justices
Inust, in making this notice, have known where
the causes of action ail arose. It cannot be
ieceesary to have a specific venue laid to every
traversable tact in a notice of action."

Patteson, J. " lThe notice is good, as there is
a place mentioned in it tairly applicable to every
tict."

'Wightmnan, J. : "luI Mdrtin Y. Upuher, no
* ace whatever wae mentioned; the present case

a5 distinguiebable, for bore a place was mon-
tioned, which in reasonably applicable to aIl the
trespasses.",

If we uphold the notice ln the case before us,
V e ehall carry the relaxation a stop further.
This notice saye that defendant assaulted plain-

* tiff, "suad imprisoned him, and kopt hlm in pri-
son for a long time, se. for tour days," stating
lEo place: it thon proceedi, Il ad cansed him to
be illegally arrested, and gavo him into the ous-
tody of a constable, and illegally committed him
and sent him in sncb custody to the gaol at the
town of Lindsay, and canaed hizu to be there
Confined for a long tume."

An arreet and imprisonment for four days ja
stated without venue or statemont of time, before
the statenient cf arrosting and giving bum in
Oustody to a constable and the commitiment to
the~ Lindsay gaol.

Aiuming that the doubt expressed by Rolfe
and Pasrke, BB., to ho good law, can we say that
this whole statement tale within the description
Of the matter lu that case, that "1it is the de-
Scription of one continuons act, coucluding with
the imprisonniont at Louth ?" There the notice
'Was that the defendant caused an assault to be
raade on plaintiff, and thon caused hlmn to ho
beaten, laid hold of, &o., and forcel and com-
POlled hlm to go in, through and along divers
Piublie streets and roade ta a certain prison, sc.
attuh

kAgain, adopting the liii as laid down in Learey
~.Patrick, la there a place etated tairly applica.

bIe to evoî y tact ? There it was held sufficient
tJ ~istate the place of the treepass to the person

Otanamed day, and that also on the sanie day
the detendant causod hie goode to be seized. The
Place or venue firet st.ated le held to apply to the
Other treepass on the sanie namned day.

No time wbatever le stated in the notice betore
'O. lu ail the cases cited we find a tume men-
Uioned at which Ibis trespase wae said to have
heell committed, and we think there the allega.
t
lOr, of time materially helpod the rost of the

130tice, eo as to make il sufficiently clear and
IbIplicit. Meartin v. Upcher le vory clear on this
Ploint. Lord Denmn says, I do not go 80 far
&s to B0ay that c party will always be etrictly

~ bcund ta prove the tume and place which hoe
11%ines ln bie notice ; but 1 think tke words of
t hec statute require that a tume and pl ace for theý
Occurrence be narned; ' and in Jacklin Y. 4~tche,
the5 case moat ln favour of plaintiff, Alderson, B.,
8%Ysl "6The plaintiff la not bound to- tell the
dtfendants more than thiet they unlawfully im-
Mi5oned hlm, and wben anid where they did so."

We thînk the notice was insufficient, and that'
the rule muet be absolute to enter nonsuit.

Rule ab8olute Io enter non8uit.

INiic BICARD.
Insolven-AtWhn to Sherij in Quebec.

Whelre a trader in Ontari o becomes insolvent, and an at-
tachmenit mn insolvency ie issued to the sherjiff of the
county in which he resides, tho County Court judge has
jurisdiction to issue another attachmrnt to the sheriff of
aulY Culiflty in Ontario, or of any district in Quebec, in
wbic-h the insolvent has property.

[15 U. C. Chan. R. 441.1

This Was an appeal from an order of the
judge of the county of York. refueing to issue
an attacbment to the sberiff of the ditatrict of
?dlontreal, on the ground that be bad not juriS-
diction to do so. The insolventa wero retidents
of the county of York, and an attachment to the
sheriff or tîîat county had been issued ; but
there being property of the insolvente in the dis-
trict of lUontreal, the croditore deei.red a writ to
that district aiso.

Mfr. Roaf,, Q. C., for the creditors, referred to
the Insolvent Act of 1864, sec. 8, sub-seo. 10,
sec. 7, subsece. 2 & 6 ; and to thc 6 & 15 sec-
tions of the Act of 1865; and coutended that, as
the juriediction of thc County Court judge to
issue an attîichment was not confined to bis owfl
couflty, neither was it restricted to the Province
of Ontario.

NO One appeared against the appeal.
MIIOWAT, V.C., allowed the appeal, and grantcd

an ordor foIr the attachment to Montreal.

COMMION LAW CHAMBERS.

(R Zeliorted by, HENRY O'BI3iEN, Esq., Barri,ter-at-L au.)

HOLMEs V. REEVES.,
Certiorari to remove case froin Division Court.

Hleld, 1. The Inere tact that a judge of a Division Court
bas exPressed an erroneous offinion in a case before hlm
is nu ground for its reinoval by certiorari.

2. Where a detendant knows ail the tacts ut a case 'octore
the day of trial, but, uevertbeless, argues the case and
obtains an opinion trom the judge. the case shoiiid not
be reluoved, and the tact that the iudge is desirous that
the Case should be disposed of in the Superior Court eau
make nu différence.

[Chambers, March 15, 1869.1

Thie was an action brought on a promissory
note for sixty-eigbt; dollars, made by the defen-
dant, and was placed in suit in the third Division
Court Of the Connty of Huron, and the summons
was sorved for the Court to he hoiden on 25th
January, 1869.

The defendalit obtained a summons for a writ
of certiorari to remove the cae froin the eaid
Division Court into tbe Court of Common Ploe,
on the ground that difficult questions of 1mw vere
likoly to arise.

One Of the affidavits upon which the summolie
for the certiorari was granted was made by Mr.
Sinclair, attorney for the defondant, and was as
follOws : -"That the said judge reserved his
judgment on said evidencej aud tbe points raised
from the twenty.fifth day of January las uiitil
the siith instant, and fromn thon until the thir-
teenth day of February, instant, wben 1 attended
beforebimn, and ho expressed a desire to have a
short tinte longer for consideration, and ho sug-
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