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cases of contributory niegligence, whiere eachi party is to
someý extent to be blame, is thiat; oach is to pay is own.
The defendant seems to, have acted very huinanly and con-
siderately, and sent one of bis emnployés to sce after tie m~an
while lie wvas laid up, and offered a cheque for M7 to avoij.
a lawsuiti which, however, wvas not accepted; but the law
àuit wvas preferred. 1 t is a matter for M r. Carsloy's own
mioral judgment to determino wiethor, if hoe will persist in
niaking his window so dazzling as to bewilder the passors3
'by, and maire them forget wiero they are wvalking, lie ouglit
not also to pay thoeir doctor's buis when they suifer by
yielding to the~ fascination thiat hie offers.

GoU1R SUPÉRIE\URE.-S1 Afars, 1874.
COrMM: JOHINSON, J.

DE GASPÉ et ai. vs. CHJARLES ASSE LIN et DE GASPÉ ci ai. Opposant.
OPPOSITION:-CIAyoEM16ENT liÉT.,T AP.itS JUGEMEr!NT.

Some of the plaintifs have changed their condition by
mal'riage and otherwise since, the institution of the action,
and they ail join now in an opposition to the execution
issued by the attorneys of the defondant, who gained the
action in appeal, and §eize, for their costs *incurred thero, by
rigit of distraction. Tie seizure was operated only on the
effects of two 6f the plaintifls-Mr. R~aoul and Mr. Quiqiue-
rand de Bea.ujeu-who have in no way changed their condli-
-tion; and tic others have no right or interest, by reason of
their new% status, to contest the seizure in question. As
regards the parties who have been seizod, the -only ground
of opposition relied, on by them is unfounded in fact. Thiey
said an appoal to, R. M in Rler Privy Council had been
granted, and the certificate, of the clerk of the court E'hows
tic conti'ary. Therefo'e, the contestation of this opposition
mnust be xnaintained with costs.
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