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Il.n -I, klte tralitci içî «i'.1 (11'. il %vit!% fi,( lk ''f 'le '.%ît
('in lm lie io t1oeiîi vîtitili.ltiifile-., îiî r-iuî'ly i-i Ill

j.îluî.elit blii liii'îî oii giîllv I.Iltaiil- lia filait ciltt I 1i<i
et'rt,tilI îly-eît ti k t liit 1 àviit cini,oii (Te, lS s a i )iioi ('o': rt

jis-lge tno rder Clin ext'ciion te iousisieniler tlie 300itm -fc Of flic
( ' -n. l.nw P>ro. AXct, hiot ici tlî.tnîliîîg Chat tfli i 641 sec. Of the
l)îvi«iio,î (Court Act tirtîrîîleg. ', tlint iii fny cnse net exprees"ly
providel1 for by tient Act, or lîy exitîîg rules, or by ruleoI mille
uîiîlel flint Act, tlie coîînty cou:rt jîmîles inny iII tlieir iisrttiiin
lopt andiîl nîuly flic generîil priîiciîîlcs tif prnetico, in flic leuperinr

courts Of colitiuon latili in i'Ctltis luidî jiroccea1îngs in the Diîvision
court- i

If Mle powcrs confencîl on tie Divi'îion Court .ludges by the
setioni jueit cited and the ivorîliîg of' fle section as to jurisîlie

lion, gîes8 Clin Division (i'ourt8 jîiritîlicton orer uletintie, (and 1
fiîu it imnpo4oihlo ba corne to nny otiier conclusion,) tlie tLlseqiient
coîiferriiig of adîlitionni powero on Sîiperior andI Conity Court

jul1ges nul. tnt giving tlieni to Diviei ('ourt judgcq, can harîlly
ho comitrued tc, Cake awny Chat jurimdiction.

'% stroilger argument figaiiîst file cxilotence of such jîirisdiction
Clin tu ne o f tic rulcs and forifns of the D)'viî4on Court Act. '.%'
Cîccution in detiiiue is prnviilcd by Client, maid tic forms of claims
tlîoîîgl (bey niake menîtion of trover Icoveoinut detinîze. liowfe

hy the (îGtl section of 110c Divisioni Coiurt Act thîe rifes and forms
sail have the 8aine force anI effect ns if tlîcy ball heematide and

incluleîl ii tChat Act, se Chit tbey Auloulil bc rend as if incorporat-
cd in tflnt Act. The7 he. orne tien materialiin tîjeir henring on
th:e construction of tlîe Act. Ittit it wonuld bo too ctrict a con-

sitructiomi to luolu Chat sîicl an emission woàilîl tako nwny the p.orter
conferreul generally by tle Act, more eqpeciiiy whcn tuc sttit
scems t0 anticipitte omissions of tus,, natulre by' giv'ing flic judgcs
powvers Co supply them by rcfercnce to the practice of tlîe Superior

UPPER CANADA REPORTS.

(R bnLly RI'o A. Il l onI -. -N. . Urr.trout.îV

Ilq ticF >1ATTVII Or SiEîIKRIF DAVI'inq,î A-il; TIRi ('OVnT Or Q,.AIIT1:I
IVSOON N*I N» 1> TUS COUt TY OF %WATKILLOO.

Jury biio-(nm. .OqI I C cap .1i. -ys 94. A7, lou, 161. ubu«.t i. '. 4: sec 164
,Is~ 7. , . %4. m'e 16i. 111', irs 1. 2, 4; sur 8 ,e'eiJ jr

I11pil. 1. Tiut ai <lriff In ti .nilii fi) N-. Seaii fir uriîfu'e. tie (o ur.
ilglniei UI i ernuiiue iliud.r Pil puroiluiil tien' 10.7 1f he Jury A, t. Mi iuut profiiîg

tien lthe iii îrxf-i ti wiîiîi flot- ctiriiffiu,o i. ,'ee gii n o<ý,iî'.ted th,. eaio,
2.Tiet sioiI .. al lion, frin 1h.' (ileimitte <Hi. . t mrt tif lunrir $cemlon4 Mt 10 thi

aitiitaiî wi. lài etigierllf to uniiilld fu. rrc.ivot, fier oiliuui4t toi n.'rço pirormi. And
th.-r.'fie ihlti the o'iurt williexiI At tli.' tii'îune.'o ute iii.'erilI. «munt a sin-i.

11îî1.8 'iiip' Oliat Clouet l o Ios lin lb laoi étud aicii iiillt'.
J Thii i, P, tor11 la. ..ntii.'uli t.. l i...(<i foril.e if C.euniy C.,,irl Juriy Pu..nels

furimitàli tu tho su1ieîrlr Coeurt, of leîinwîi,i ot fur t 1>1xr tîoian t Toronto
1, Kuter Terme, 1 oud3J

lii En$4cr Tcrm, 1E'K2. It A Harrison ootainedaoul iecnlling on
tic Court of Quarter Sesu.îions iii imnu for file criinty of NVaierion, on
notice to tuicin chlrnni, to slhew cause îvhy naîuanîîmus Slîoîuld
not i'sîio commohl ling îhcmn properly to aîudit flic nccouîits of tluo
8aiel slicriff, laid In'foc teill cou:rt nt tlie suttngi in Octoher and
Nuîrchli t. hy nllîîwing te tlic gleriff certain itemiu deducteul frein

the OctOber accoutit, viz-
111 miles to serve jurorn, nt Se ................... $8 88
2 copies of juror'8 pu-nels for Court of Aioize..... 2.00
6 copies of saine for Court of Quarter Sosb*ons and

County Couîrt ............................. 6.00
1125 ceNificottes te jurons -serveI, and certaîin items

dcductcd froin lits account, rooenee to -nid
Courts. court in Maurche, 1802 ......................... 25 00

In: TIî.idor v. .'lddîýImmn 22 L. J. C. P. 94, wheire the vrords 17 miles to serve jorors............................ 1.30
àdebt"l and le aimîinges," as uioc1 in the Engllslî County Couirt 6 copies of peinds of gramndu and petit juron for

Act, were lîeld to incloule iletinue, lIme objection of itront oif Quarter Segsions mînd Cinunty Court..........O 00
mafcliinerY Wns not nllowed t0 jîrerîil. lt ccrtninly woull impair 21 certificotes t0 grandl jurors..................... 420
the utility of tlîe Division Coîurts if pînintiffs ean bie alloivcd in
ail cases of detirtie, no matter lîow emnll or trivial, te sue in$54
otlier courts and lienpi cosîs en defendlnts. 1 cannot tlîink Oint Andl te orlcr paymcnt of the accountq, iiictlug snîd items, on
this iras tlîe tntentionk of the Legisloture. thc grounl tChat the slierjiff lîng performeil tlin services is in

I therefore am of opinion Chant thbs action is of tlîo proper low ontiticîl t0 ho pnid for thémn nnd Chnt tlue dis-allownnce Iluereof
competence of tlîe D)ivision Court, aà--I Chat Clin order ellould ho by onIl court is contrary to Inir, &c., &0.
made absolute for re-'ising fie taxation of costs. lii Miclcîns Term last M11 C. Cameron sheireu cause. 11a

Sunimons absolute. olujecteul tientî the rote sîmoulîl lie to the magistrales in Quarter Ses-
____________________sions and not to the coîurt. Vint the court batd nudited nî hall

ncted in tlicir discretioa. That tiiey lî'nd ri-jecteul the claimt for
COflREStONDENCE. nilenge, considering the evidence insufficiemt. Ile fîleul severa,

affidavits.
SIMIICoa, -51Le .AlYril, 15G3. R. A. Hlarrisor supportel ]lis roule.

to kow f Bilifo f Diisin Curt ar or IIAGAUTY, J.-I shahl flrst notice the charges diS.IIloweL.
Sîas,-I ii t0ko fBiif fDvso orsaeo f certiflenhes of exemption 10 jorors.

are nlot entitled to a fée on exccut.ons wluen returned ?iulla !mpnrt froin any techoical qulestions ns to our riglit te review
bomîa ? the decision of fie Court of Quarter Sessions, 1 an not prcparcd

Plense look at " Act respecting, Division Courts " of IF59. to say iti ccrtainhy that I Chinle tlîeir ries. errotous.
TIîe wlîole question seems te toma on tivo clauses of the Juror's

mections 5:2 and 53, cap. 19, and give your opinion and oblige, Ac-

Yoîurs truly, Sec. 105 says IlEvery juror who lins nttended, shah, upon ap-
plication by lim mode ho the slicriff or deputy s9lîeriff heforo lie

Eds. Lawe Jourital, Barrie, C. W. N. PEGO;, Jlailif. deports froni the place of trial, receive a centificaoe testfyLnq h'is
attondance, &c, andl the shoriff or deputy slîeriff shalh give buch

[WVo tluink that they are not. TPhero is nctliinon in the tariff certificate uporf domanu."
Ici Sec. 161 provides n tariff of îîlerifl"s charges IlFor the rcspcc-

of focs to warrant the chairge, and nve do not think Iluere is tire sel-vices penformeul by Lirm uiluler tîîis oct."
enougli iIi the above sectiuns to authorizo it in the absen&( of Sec. 5 IlFor every certificate, given to anyjurer, of lis liaving
an express provision, aithougu tluey seen to givo conte ground serred (hO evidenco bis exempltion from hs.erving again until his

entîrne for doing so retirns in bts course) tlî sîîm of 20 cents."
on iviiiclu to rcst an argîîînont in ils favor. As I îînderstanîl fle <lisputeil point tl iS tlîis, tlue slîeriff makes

WVe are airare that tlic foc is allowed to lie cluargIcd in some a certificnte fur every jetryniiîii, andl lia, it rendy andl presents it
caunties ; bul. ve think the houter opinion is tluat it is unau. Io cach or 1enves it oh. tAe reurrsoffice for eac'u. v;iiether the

'. jîryma> îsks for it or not. Tlic' Court of Quiarter Sessions inest
tlhorized, and Chuat fur al speicial anid vcry obvious reason it tînt umiless the jiîryinian cxprcsy requires it, the slicniff sliîld
-,as not intendcd to be alloived.-Etts. L. J.] net prepane or charge for it.
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