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.Neldi, that as the services to the disabled.tug were rendered under the
easiest conditions, without increase of labour or delay to the F. it was
clearly a towage and not a salvage servce.

2. It rnot being a case of salvage the officers and crew of the F. were
not entitled ~oprî in~ ii he amounit awarded-for the towàge but that it

t belonged to the owners of the ship.
ý-c 3. The defendants having paid into Court an amount sufficient to

liberally compensate the plaintiff for the services rendered, they were given
their proper couts against the plaintiff.

A. H. C'oook, Q.C., for plaintiff. Pent!and, _.C., for defendants.

layerb have no objection to jokes against tbemnselves provided there
i[ is sornething jocular about it ; but wheii tbey are simply stupid and

evidently rnanufactured by sorne onie wbo has no sense of the humiorous,
they are a bore. Our brother of Gircw BAW devotes considérable space to
Faceti.e. Sonie of these are good, sonie indifférent, sonie only stupid, and

somne Ï.1 bad taste. Recent nunibers contain sanie of ail the above classes,

k ~the last being much ini evidence in the Septenmber tiuniber. This nmatter is
of very little consequence, but pierhaps worth noting as a suggestion ta the
editor of that very read-,ble magaz.ine. The following frorn the October
nuinber are of the kind that are good -- Onie of the neatest instances of the

4~ tables becing turned upon a bullying counisel wvas afforded by a clergyman,

who gave evidence at the Worc,.ster Assizes in a horse-dealing case. lie
gave a soniewhat confused account of the transaction in dispute and tLie
cross-exatiniiing counsel, atter miaking several blustering but ineffective

know the difference bietween a horse and a cow 1" acknowledge iny
ignorance, replied the reverend gentleman. 1 hardly know the diffler-

enc btwena orse and a cow, or between a bulan > ully-
only a bull, 1 amn told, bas horns, and a bully "--here lie rnade a

~ ~ ;respectful Ibo% ta the advocate-"lluckily for me, has none," Quite as

M palpable was the bit of the farmer wvho, though severely cross-examined on
3' z*;, -the niatter, remained ver>' positive as to the identity of sonie ducks which he

alleged had been stolen froni him. o a o e Ocran? se

M ih the counsel for the prisoner; Il I have sonie ducks of the sanie kind in my

ownl possession., IlVery likely," was the cool answer of the farnier,
tho3e are flot the only ducki I've had stolen."

~ IN the Court of Appeai, before the Lord Chief justice and Lords
justices Smnith and Willianis, courisel contended, in the case of Sv/e
(Stio-'eyor q/ Taxes) v. Tr<'asurer of Meu Middk'e Tem»/e, that the hall and


