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<'Thousands may be miade pay taxes who cannot vote for
ceuncilîors-the infant, the married woman (whether this be
on the principle that if she bas a good husband she should not
require a vote, and if she lias. a bad one she lias trouble enougli) -

or upon whatever principle or want of princîple:" per Riddell, J.

"Whatever may be the case elsewhere, we boast that our
country is a land where, 'girt by friend or foe, a man may say the
thing he will,' fii oetnum: " per Riddell, J.

In a case where a divorced husband waB bued for alixnony by
his divorced wif e: "The appellant is not by satisfymng tais j udgment
whule married to his present wife contributing to support two
wives, but rather paying the legal penalty for those acta s'mhich,
whule enabling bim to remarry, entail a vearlv reminder of his
nst~ delinquencies:" per Hodgin3, J.A.

"This case affords the unedifying spectacle of litigation
conducted. with sucli disregard of the rules of procedure that
extrication !îi'wn the resulting tangle is ail but hopeless: " Lord
Buckmster, L.C. 1916, A.C. 20.

In vi w of t'w. recent <iccision of the Huse of Lords in 1)( i>ni<r
v. ('onti'neiLal Ti;re ("o. it max well be (loul)te( wlicther the judg-
ment, of Ihe Appeliate Division in White v. Laton, 36 O.I,.R. 447.
ought flot to have l>een zs suggesteci by Hodgins, .J.A., rather
than ais actuallv pr-onounced. The debt sue(l on was orngînally
Owing Io an Ontario Company ralled "Dickr'rhoff Iiafloer kk
('ompanv" whioýh deal in Gerînan and Austrian goods and had
-i '.uspiccmslv Gernian ani Austrian namne; and, for might. that?
appears to thic ontrarv,rmay h-ave heen goverred and (ont rolled
bv alien enemios. If 80 it would have had no righit to sue for
the deht. ani could flot Ihy transferring the dcbt give its assigne(.
a right to do so. The case ig said to hrve been oné" demanding
ampier inv estigation f han it received.


