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nesday Ile 27th day of November last, and on that occasion artof the causecf actiati? lie cited la ningt on v. Ramw~y,
the, plaintitt's attorney agamn appcared for him, anid flhc d-. 9-2 L. J. 326, EX.; ))uckley v. MIann, 5 Exehi. Rep. 43; Reg.
fendant Thomas Smith aiso appeared by iris counsel, whienr v. llirclr, 1 Bail. C. C. -56 ; Re Fulle r, 2 E& & B1. 5î8; Mugir-
the piaintiff 's attorney put in evidene a certiiicate under file ray v. k-ast lndiu C'onipanb, 5 B. & Aid. 20.1; Com. Dig.
hand of tire dcpulty cierk of absize of Ille Oxford circuit, in 'Tit. Comt, p. 9; Pcacaock v. liell, 1 lVms. Saunti. 74 n 8 Ire-
accordanico with thle Act ot Pariimtnt, of fle conviction of luad v. Lncliwoad, 1 Rtuli. Abr. 516.
the gaid Samuiel Rock at Hiereford, and on proof of sudsi er- Mac(lnalitara ii suippart.-Tile cause of action iihin tlic
tiflcate it Ias olsif-cterI on thec part of fie d ofendirnt that the inennting of flic section arose within tisu jurisliction of the
judge of fhe Co. C. at Newnhaim liail ne *uriietion, itlmli iNewutlttit Co. C., rrlisorstrl tisat cause of acetion couid not bu
athe conviction hld taken place ont, rieo jurholietiaîs of the entýtforcedl mail Ille conviction. T1he contract %va mnalle, anci

said Ca. C. ; in wich.l it was answered on file pant of' the ail lte reqnuisite conditions te bu perilorîned by tire plainîifr
plaintiff, that the cause of action %vas the appreliensiori of Nverl-e omplie'r wvrtl witiii lte district of tit court; il was
the offerider, and ftint as tieapprchuensiost hll bc provedi to 0111IY tit l, hs flic tirepiîtiti l'adl no voice tilat was donc
have takei place within the diatîict of fle Ncwnhain Co. C. out of thts district. T J e cause cf action differs mnaterially
the judgo lad jurissiictioî;. whereUpon 1te judge, raller liea;. from file rigii cf srrhrg. Tire fouttriation or gist of the action

tn 0h argument oni l sades, decidesi as 1uiw - ain tillser titis .ectiotr las reference ta flic les'aiy, andi not ta tile
of. oinion that tlic apprehenqioti is the kgz1use of action, and tinte of siisng_. Il i; Ille sutbstantce titat aiust W regardeti, andi
that tle mention ai tle conviction iii the hauribili reguitt.i trot -.1Ill ihi iust bu aieged i a declaratien, or air that ruq
oniy the finie andi mode of paymetst of reward, anti tisat filie pred: (If'tiliattsl v. Lsînd, 4 ratittt. 729; Sutm v.
aperchiension being, in fitis dtistrict, i thitk tlice court lias clr,6 Tatint. 29.) fALDERaSON, B.-I munsi say, if that
jurisdiction."~ IViteretipon plaitîtiff.s attorney proccededi case of Willitinis v. Lanrd were to odeuir again, 1 should ho
witir tho case, an t at Ue close of thre sai plitntil's case, <li-sfl ei take lime to considc.r i. Pa.o-i, C. I.-The
the counisel of Ille dl--eidarit venit itto evidence, with a vienv colrt of C. P>. litas deciricd itat Ilte wviole anti cvery part of
te prove itat the sii Johni Ilcrnamia diti ht a«pprelsend îte lre cauze of action mstsit arise ivithin flic jurîsdiction of the
gcaiti Samuci Rock, but tisai lie ivas in tact rspprelienstd in Co. C., and tisat if any part arise beyonti, )-ou rnuist go ta a
Newnhanl b' somne ciler Party ; but filid in stupport orfsuch cotiit ltaviitg gengeral ju risdtiction.] 'rirai tcase îi distingrIiish-
defence, ant îe jrtdge uititnalely fousrd a verdicet for tise- aible fromn tits1: ai tîtieatecatseIOf action aros it l -theapr.
plaintif!', for tie £20 and the costs of actioni. itensiots, Io be matie comnplote on the conviction. The case

A suiximons was suhsequentiy takesi ont on flic part of file Re Fuller proceedeti on flie case orfAfurray v. ýTlîc Eusi
n5id Thomas Smith ini tire Court of Q. B., callitg n oti flie Inic Company, %vhert- il %,ras he!sl, iti an action by an admin-
said John Heniaman ta ehowv cause %vhy a w itc r1ibiIin issrator oni a bill of exchatsge payable to tebtatur, but accepted

solntissue in Irle saiti cause of Hernam&rn aglut Ointi aller his deatt, flhat tire Stattote cf Limîtalisîns began ta runt
and r :uil ne etlyhadbfr aght ainsim Sînitr fromn Ilte ligne of gtatîting àho letters of atImnintrtion, andl
hang cos ubseju0nt, ;lheardefur Visiiman, t ., wlo. aplc ero tint front tie lime île bift became due, there being no cause

hain conselobî andtenfidcs plisti tresai a piit oi cf action utîtil itere is a party capable of suing. Buckley v.

cution, ta be issueti out of lire stid Neuwtslam Co. C., for th )lann îvas tti action againsi an indarsee onaa bll of exsehange,
damages and costs ha the saiti action, and it wvas forwvarsien te te intInrseuient cf whiciî hall been acîualiy mnade in the cily

the istictcour inxvhch te dfenant osiesfurthele of London, but Ille delivery teck place in the ccuniy cf Mis!-

cf thre saiti <lamages and costs, ansi %vrs in <lue course levieci l. sx n fwshllta h as fato i o rs
Subsequeîîtlylhe defeistant obraineti an entier before Plait, B. wîIlli ie c*:ty ; hecause ihlere ivas ne c mipilee endorsement

fera pohbiton.A idetesho casewhystchordr ý' ittil delivery: (Mal(rston v. Allen, 8 Mu. & IV. 494). lie
Pera piitisodn A rlecled owin caue hsiren tier aiso referreti te Corn. Di-,. Tit. Action, ri. 5, PI. 7, Il ; Bul-

Plaît,~~~~~ B.,' chuasetersicit tvngbe haiel 7 Co. 2 a, 1 Wims. on Ex. 701, 3 edit. ; Bames v.
M o yilan tnàw slsnwcsl cause.-Tro qnestton is, wlelhc* Mfarsh ail, 21 L. J. 388, Q. B. ; Reg. v Birdi, 1 Bail. C. C.

lte cause of action iii thîs case arose within fle jurissiietion .56; Jflild v. .Sheridan, 21 L. J. 260, Q..; Martin v. Dawegg,
oftheCc.C. Here tlie ~relgetsien tookînplace at Ncwnhrrm; i1 NI & W. W36; Buller v. Fo.v, 18 L. J. 3041, C. P.
but île conviction, wvlîci xvas riecessary te compiete t le
cause cf action, was at Hiereford; atid, te brirsg tire case %vitilin POLLOCrW, C. B.-We are ail cf opinion flint thrb rie ouglit
ibis statute, tire xvîrole cause of action must arise witiîu tise lo be discitarged ; it is rsnrrecessary te sisciiss tie cases cites!
jurisdiction: (9 & 10 Vie., c. 95, s. 60.) It is nlot oiy thre tua tise ceurse cf Isle a.rgemnit oit Lot1ir sides. 1 founl mny
promise which is the cause of action; il i tie proise plus jriginiei o1 11115, tiai il appenrs te me clear finit in itis case
tire breaclr. [PÂARtz, B-Everytiig is donc by flie ulaintuff tiecoîtvctiosî Nvas prt ci the cawze o1r 2clion. vitiîout i
ta entitie himteolise rewarti; but tire rewatd is payable upoîs tilera %vas ire cause of act ion. Tisat being so,the Court cf C.P.

conthn ecy, andti lai coistitrgency takes place crut of lthe las decisiell that Ilail anti every part cfthe cause of action"
junidicîonduies that oust lise Co. C. cfls oitiîer Il must arise ivitsin, the Co. C. rdistrict. 1 think we arc baund

Tirat hateqesin veyhn zs donc wýithninhe inr by tuai ticcision, arid for myseif do nlot feel disposeil lodepari
diction that tise plaintif!' is bounii te do.] The cause cf action frorn it.
arises on thre conviction; and ihiere is ne compiete cause cf P.%Rxz, B.-I amn ef ihaf. same opinion. 1 titeught ai first
actiontl tIen. t -%vas the inîtenrtiona cf tie Lec7,,slature cither there muigît be some distinction betîveen wvhat ivas ta bedone
tirai yen, shouiti serve thre defetrdant xvlrere ie liveti, or wiere b>' tise parties theaiselves and coliateri matters ; but on look-
the cenîraci Nvas made, anti where iherefure, prcsuntably, Irle iîg Ie lle cases cited, 1 arn salisfies there is no sucir distino-
wilnesses residesi. The Statute cf Limîitatieîîs ivoulti not thon. 1 amn salisfted t iat the cause cf actiont is ail that tlsrte
commence te roc untri the convivtion, wvicir showçs that maîil is te bc done, wheii:er tilai it.le by the piaisîtif or by a titird
ihea itiere ivas no complote cause of action. A casecf appeal, person. 1 amn iberefure cf opiLion that this rrrie enghn ta b.
Baiwck and ailiers v. lValton and alters, Nvas Irear in isjcharged.
in the Court of C. P. oni the 22nd instant, (act yel reporieti Ar.ustsozr, B.-I ara cf thre samne opinion. 'Thre very ex-
that was an appeai fram the Co. C. cf Lancashire, held ai pression used in te statute, ciwhle cause cf action,' shows
Manchester. Thre plaintifta resitied ai Maunchester andl the 'thali i acomposel cf parts. Wel iien, iii this case.we have
defendants ai Oxfoen. 1Ihave the paper bock cf Maie, J.$, some pari of the causei cf actioni arising witii the jurisdlicthorr
and a note by Mr. Scott, tire reporter. Mlauie, J., there sait, cof titis Co. C. anti airother part beyondthîe jurisdliction. 1
44Everything tirati grequi.4ite te show a ground cf action,' illterefore. tirm1nk tirai it crinnet ho contendeti lirati us mase
part of the cause ci ups rswsa action." u (r on cornes within tie trcatitv' cf île Arct.
ï Uel palicy, or on a pot obil bond> worrld.net-the death bc a Rulc dieckjargcd tciti î% cils of ilic rula only.


