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This is perbaps the richest jest in the book,
though the following one is weiI worth repeat-
ing. Lord Camnpbell cailed on Brougham in
Grafton Street, and on meeting him the latter
said: 'Lord blcss me, is ilt yon ? they told me
itweas Stanicyl' Je tho evening, in thel H ouse
of Lords, Lord Campbell wont up to Brougham
and Lord Stanley, whc were engagcdl in con-
versation, and rnontioned the circumstanco.
Lord Brougham remarked:

' Donl't mind what Jack Campbelil says. le
bas a, prescriptive priviiege to tell lies of al
Chanceliors dead and living.'

Fromn wh-ch we infer thiat Lord Camnpbell need
floÏhvefet the slightest romorso about bis

spiteful inuendoes and assertions ; and that,
if this biography had been published during
the lifetime oi Lord Brougham, ho would only
have laughod at it, and reminded us of Jack
Camnpbell's prescriptivoc privileoýe ie respect to
Chanceilors dead and living.-Lawt Journal.
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NOTEiS 0F IIECENT CASI2S.

BAa'oc OF BurrosI- NointH AcutaîcA V. WITEr.

9axetxtioo -leevisioo Explaatory affldu 't.

Taxation on entcring judgrnent in the deputy's
office, London. Ordinary atildavit ef disburse-
ments produ"'xi and filed witb deputy master.
Objection taken, that sortie of the witnesses were
flot examnined at the triai. An admission to that
effect was madle by plaintiff. 'lhe depnty iîeld
that it aras unnrecossery te Show that the wit-
Desses acre examined, or te file any qffidalvit
setting forth incIter giving geod reasen for their
net h ing called and exxeilecd; andl th-at no affi-
davit otiser than. thic eriniary affidavit of dis-
bursements was neccssary.

The co-wts arere reviscd befere the master at
Toronto, wo held that the deputy arats wreng,
and that as an admission aras madle fliat saine cf
the wituesses were net called and examined, flie
costs of sncb witncc ses ceuld net be t'îxed with-
eut an affidlavit sbewing geed and stîfficient rea-
son wliy they teere net called and examined;
but the magster allowed plaintiff te file sncb an
affidavit on the revisien, as an exception te the
rul that the revision, on notice before the master
at Toronto, must be on the same material enly as
befere the dcputy, were the master censidering
that sach aficavit aras net filefi, owing te thic
mnistakea ruling of tee officer of the court, and
that therefore the plailtiff shenld net he preja.
dieed thereby. Thbis decisýioni aas appoaledl
freont.

J. K. Kerr for appellent.
&S Richards, Q. C., centra.

RienTAnus, C. J.. held thant the master aras
right le receiving plalnt;ff's cxplanatery affida-
vit, as te the arîtuesses net called or examined.

MooMa V. PaLICE ET ALe.

coste 31 Vie. cap. 24, sec. ?, sïtb secs. 4

lJieiiiiy 16,1869.j

Ie tbis action a verdict baring been found for
the plaintiff for $118, Mr. Justice Govynne,
before whemt the case aras tricd, ccrtified on tie
record as follers : I certify te entitie the plain-
tiff te Ceunty Court costa."

The plaintiff taxed Cennty Court costs in the
prescuce of the dlefen dants attorney at 511(6 76,
arhich taxation aras admitted by the attoriîles for
bath parties to be correct.

Tise defendants attorney thon preduced aud
requirefi the faxing cfi cer te tax a Superier and
Couety Court bill, claiming that ho had a righ'î
te set off the differeece bctwecn the tre hbis
produccd by hlm against the plaintiff's costs.

The taxing officer refnsed to alloar auy set off
for cests te the defendants.

It aras agreed that if the defendauts wcre enti-
tleçl te set off costs against the plaintitf that the
amount that enghit te ho set off aras $26 831.

Th(, question then arese, arbether, undier the
statutes of Ontario, 18617-68, cap. 24, sec. 2, Sula-
secs. 2, 4, particularly, and the effeet of the sta-
tute generally, the defendants had a right te set
off coots of defence against thec plainltiffs costs
and verdict ?

croibie for plaintiff.

Jois WILSON, J.-- Orderedl thse Master te tatc
ta thse plaintiff Cnty Court cests, and net tax
to defeedant any coats of suit.

BOYD ET ALe. V. IIAYNF.5 (Buitrosa AmunacA As-
sGRANCE CO. GAaxîIsHncc.)

Attakma of dt Vrdifiu
(Pctruary 1, 1809.]

Ditggae, Q. C., for executien creditercs, movedl
for an order ou the garuishce te pay over te tise
creditors the amount ef a4 verdict recovercd on a6
policy cf assurance aguinst lire.

Spcecr, for judîgmeut debtor, showod canse.

IIAGAP.TY, C. J.-A verdict for unliquidatcd
damages canuet bo attached, and it makes ne
differece that thse gamnis.hces attorney teld tise
atterney for flie judgment debtor, tisaI they hadt
aeed( on the cests, and promisod te pay wntis-
eut seeking judgînenit. If net a deht; untit
jurigment ibis conversation cannot maIn' it ssch.

An application of this kdnd must be supp ort-
cd by an aflilavit of the plainitiff or bis attorney.

uLEo. EX aiso. FLuETT V. SEMANDITI.

i OaQci Oo 5,,itA.
[iFÛobruhîy 20, 1869.1

Thîis was an application te unseat one of the
conneillors eicl for the town of Sandwich, on
the ground thnit he aras net possessed of sufficiesît
property qualification.

Harion, Q. C., for relater.
Wcîrmell centra.
JOHNs WILON.e, J1. - A persen desiricîg te

qualify as tewn conilier canot supplement lois
qualification on lus s-cal estate, whicb aras asoss-

March, 1869.1


