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Cases. Nlr. Rlobert Baldwin
(whose naine is revered. by Rie-
foriners i~n poiitics) cornes next
withi 45 cases. Rei is foliowed
by Mr. Wahurwio appe-ircd
ý35 turnes.. These appear to have
been the leaders of the B:2,r, and
the' other naines, -%vlich 1 arn
about to mention, seem widely
removed from the higher claýSs.
.WTe find these naines flguriing front
1.0 trnes to once: 1ii!%oute llolph,
Sinali, George S. Boulton, Cart-
*wright, Taylor, Joncs, Pixon,
Bethune, George Jarvis, Beard-
ley, Sinith and Elliott. :And tîxis
coxnpietes the list. These meni
were the pioneers of lega1 colin-
-el -work in Ontario, and the
naines, thougli without the Chris-
tian naines or initiais, will easily
bc recognized as great men of
those turnes, or as tlic fathers of
men hxghl up in the country's
,aimais of more moderni days.

.1t 'will be rernernbered in the
]ast paper an account -was given

~o.lecase of Broc v. ,IfcLea)i.
sherjiff. As there slîewn, the
sherliff had.to pay the amnount
ýdue to Brockz by a debtor wlxom
.the sheriff bad reieased froi
cîîstody on the ordler of a clerk in
the office of 3h.Daniel is-
bîîrn, an attornev of the Court.
.* -'ow, flie sheriff feit that lie Nvas

a ey mch aggr*-eved person.
hu le seeis to, have decided

.that the iast should not be lhzard

.of fixe matter in settling the case
of lerne7c v iMl'aln. We accord-

,inghl find further on in the pages
-of this volumne of reports thtat
the case again came before the
Courts under the sleof The

.iniq v. idirell. The defendant
.1s none othier tlhon thxe clerk, who
lind on the instructions «of lus
principal, *.)Ir. Daniel Wa,,shib-trn,
Ordered tlhe release, and tlie pro-
teedings -were for ai.. attacliment,

for iuaving praeticed as an attor-
ney without being authorized so
to, do. But tlie unfortunate she-
rnf \vas not destined to get relief.
The Court seemed unanimous in
la,,ying ail tue biaie on the soli-
cüitor who luad instructed' fie de-
fendant, and as Bidwell swore lie
was not a partner, fhey could not
bring it lime 'a~ hlmn that lie had
practiced as axi attorney.

Thxe wvnit of attachment was a
mni«ghty -weapon in old legrai war-
fare. lIt was a sort of legal dra-
net frorn w'ii there was no
escape once if fastened around a
transg-ressor. lIt oniy issued, of
course, out of tlic Superior Court,
anîd if was not infrequentiy di-
recfed against offxcers exercîsung
inferior jurisdîction, mvhere flicre
-was misbehlaviour of so flagrrant
a kInd as to warranit if. Sucli a
ease we liave ir. this volame,
whvlieu lias an addifional interest
froxu flue fact that if bas about it
a fi-avour of "Druxnfocty" and
"The Briar Buish." The case, un-

fortunateiy., is a tale of a famaily
quxarrel in flic kirkz. The Coin-
mittee of flue Presbyterian Church
af Wiliiamistown, in fli cCounty
of Axnd in lulpper Canazda.
deterrnined. fo have -a minister
straiglit front "flte land of flhe
mountain and the flood," andi

Aheaner WTood and -maiiy
ofliers, signed a subscriptioîî
paper, or agreemuent, to pay So
mucli per annuin for flie clprgyv-
inan's support. ŽN'ow the teris
of tîuis agreemient ivere not coni-
piied with by flic eiders and coin-
miittee of flue churcli, inasmucli
a.s f1-ixe clergyman. it w-ýas aIg
did flot answer thie proper de-
scription. "N\otwithistandingr this,
so it was -alieged. W ood was sued
lu flue Court ot. Ieqîîests, a.nd two
of the magistrates, Jolm l3.dn-
tyre and Alex. M.ýcIKenzle, wcre
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