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forming part of tlie res gestae)l,
but sucli comphaint can only be
used as evidence of thle consist-
ency of the eonduct of the prose-
cutrix witli the story she lias
told iu Rie box, and as being in-
consistent with lier consent te
flie conduet of whichi shie coin-
plains, and the Judge miust -tell
the jury fliat it can only be used
by themi for this purpose, and
not as proof that the offence was
committed; and tlic ver - words
of the ceuiplaint in full ouglit te
be disclosed in thec witness-box,
and not ierely the fact cf a coin-
plaint. (Russell, L.C.J., Vol-
lochi, B3., and Hawkins, Cave;_u

PAIN v. BOWDEN1.

[101 L. T. 181; 31 L. J. 871.

G'osts-A cln,iist-ation7.

In allowing the cost of admin-
istration cf a deceased's estate,
there is a distinction te be
drawn between solvent and in-
solvicnt estates, and the solicitor
advising a persenai representa-
tive when the estate is knowvn te
be insolvent should only be al-
lowed te charge for services
whicli are strictly necessary for
the protection cf the estat c-c.g.,
lie must net charge for letters
and attendances, answ'cring the
inquiries cf creditors (especially
after an administration action iS
commenced), or for any -work
which flic admiinistrator îighit
well do lihiiseîf. (Cave îand

E X PAnTE, WRIYTE.

[.10 S. J. 565.

Mandanus.

A.Motion fer a prerogrative
writ of mandamus cau only be

madffe by ceunsel, and nef by flic
applicant in persen.; and this at'-:
plies te a motion for a cule nisi
as well as te the argument lu
slîowin- cause against flic rule,
and fo flic Cliancery Division
and Court of Appe-al as well1 as
flic Queen's l3enchi Division.
(Plull Court cf Appeal and Rus-
seI, L.C.J.)**

CART]E v. RIGBY.

[.N. 71; 101 L. T. 180; -0 S. J. 58; 31
L. J. 897.

Joindler of plccintijý- Separate
ca'uses of action.

Fifty mners -%vere killed by
flic tlooling of Rigby's ceai mine.
The legal personal representa-
fives cf flic fifty miners jeined
fogeflier in one action, claiming
damages againsf lligby under
Lord Campbell's Acf and under
flic Employers' Liea.bility Acf
1880. ltigby applied te strike
out ail flic plaintiffs cxcept oue,
on the grouud fliat flic parties
were imipropcrly joined as ce-
plaintiffs.

fleld, thaf flc aue . of action
arose frein separate and distinct
dlaimis; that cousequently under
Snmurthwaife v. Rannay, 71 L'. T.,
157, the plaintiffs could- not join
iu eue action; and that ail plain-
tiffs save flic pcrsonal represen-
tatives of one imist be struec
eut. (Court of Appeal, afirm-
ing RussellCJ, and Wright,

OSBORN v. OHOC0QUEL.

[31 L. J. 384; 1O1 L. T. 133.

Dog bite-S&ieriter.

Action for damages for de-
fendanf's deg iain bittexi
plaintiff. The ouly evidence cf
flic ferocieusncss of the dog and
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