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he best effects. The terms of intimacy- in CRATHERN V. BELL.

which the counsel who went the circuit lived, Continitdng g-iarantee--Piryiient /0 p6erson not

are pointed to as one of the chief character- jthle ho/uter of.

istics of those days; and the free interchange The defendant gave to the plaintiff a guaran-

of opinions between seniors and juniors as'ty in the following words :-"1 In consideration

.giving rise to sentiments of kindness and re- of C. & C. accepting the notes of J. G., at four,

spect; and indeed, the strictness with which eight, and twetve months, for $751 each, in fult
.theetiuete oftheBaris mintine insatisfaction and discharge of their dlaim against
the tiqett oftheBar s mîntine 'nthe late firm of J. G. & Co., I hereby do, to the

England is alleged to be owing, in a great extent of #751, guarantee the payment of the

measûre, to the institution of the Circuit first two of the said notes as th -ey mature ac-

Court for the trial of ail breaches- of profes- cording to their tenor and effect." C. & C. en-

sional etiquette." dorsed the first note to persons to whom at

Such, amid what may appear its grotesque maturity the defendant, at G.'s request, paid

fouis, wre he eds imedatand ~ ~ $275, being the extent to which G. was unabte

small measure attained by the circuit life of to meet the note. On. the maturity of the

bygoe tmes an inthee, resnt ayssecond note the defendant paid to ptaiiitiffs

bygone tmeshog and i bu these preent ay $476, being the balance of the sum Of $751, for
whensom (toug hapilybutfew lfem-which he had made himself liable by bis guar-

bers of the profession are flot ashamed to anty. An amount in excess of the sum guar-

borrow the advertising arts of the quack and anteed was paid attogether on the first tiwo

the Cheap John, we may be permitted to pay notes, which were not, however, paid in fuit.

its departed glories the tribute of a respect- Blau, on oemurrer, innt, n t aIIV eo i

fui regret, and to express the hope that how- express or implied request from the plaintiff,

eve it fons ay hane ad dcay it spritthe defendant could not avait himsetf of the

aesensfoe may change andl deays spirît payment tci the holders of the first note as a

and ssece my nyer holy pas aay. partial discharge of his guaranty, as it was a

_________________________________votuntary payment, and that the guaranty was
a continuing one, and on satisfaction of the

NflT~ Sl0 CAS first note remainecfavailable to the plainti9Ts as
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QUEENS BENCH.
VACATION COURT.

Oster J.]
IN RE E-GLESTON v. TAYLOR.

[Jan. 21.

A4ward, void Pro tanto.

In an award whi ch is valid as to part and
void as tç remainder, if the void part can be
separated from that which is valid, it should be
rejeCted a-, surplusage.

In such a case, the proper course to pursue
is to discharge generalty a rule to set aside the
award.

Scée Rees v. fraters, 16 M. & W. 263, anid Re
Goddzrd &- tlapisfield, i L. M. and P. 25.

Spence>-, for the Rule'
f. E. Rose, contra.

a guaranty of the second, to the extent to which
it had not been exhausted in making good the
first note.

britioni, Q. C., for demurrer.
B'ethune, Q.C., contra.

COM MON PLEAS.

VACATION COURT.

Cameron, J.] [January.

CLARK v. FARRELL.

S/at. Anne, ch. 14, sec. r-Caiiiantt qfgoods
seized-Non-reniovalfrom demisedp6remises.

He/d, by CAmERoN J. that the Mtatute of Anne,
ch. 14, s=C. i, which provides that gpods seized
under execution shall not be removed from de-
mised premises until the rent due is satisfied,
'applies only as between the ex-zcution -creditor

and the landlord, and not to persons otherwise

claiming the goods, as lien holders under chattet


