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MAGISTRATES, MUTNICIPAL,
INSOLVENCY, & SOHOO0L LAW.

NOTES 0F NEW DECISIONS AND LEADING
CASES.

ELECTION UNDER MIUNICIPAL ACT-COMM&NC-
IClET-PERJURY.-Afl election, under the Muni-

pal Act, is commenced when the returning officer
receives the nomination of candidates, and it is
flot neceesary to constitute an election that a
poli ehould be demanded.

Where, therefore, in an indictmnent for perjury,
the defendant wae alleged to have sworn that no
notice of the disqualification of a candidate for
township councillor had been given preujous to
to or at the time of holding the election, the
perjury aeeigned being that euch notice had been
given previous to the election; and the notice
appeared to have been given on the nomination
of the candidate ohjected to : IIeld, that the
aseignment was not proved.-Rey. v. C'owan, 24
IU. -C. Q B. 606.

SALE op LAND~ FOR TAXE5S-PAYMENT 0F RE-
DEMIPTION MONEY UNDER PR0TET-RIGHT TO RE-
COVER BACE-Where lande were eold for taxes,
and after the expiration of a year the owner
paid under protest to the County Treasurer the
snm required to redeem them.

IIeld, that he could flot recover this sum fromn
the County ne money had and received, for under
section 148 of the Assessment Act, it wae
received, flot for hie use, but for that of the
purchaser ; and the payment of redemption
money, to deprive the purchaeer of his right,,
must be unqualified....Boulion v. York and Peel'
25 U. C. Q. B. 21.

VOLUNTABY STATEMENTS BY ONE PRISONER
AGAINST ANïOTI! ER-IN)UCEM1ENT.....The prisoner,
after hie committal for trial and whule in the
oustody of a constable,,macle a ettîtement, upon
Which the latter took him before a magietrate,
when he laid an information on oath cbnrging
4nother person with having suggested the crime,
and asked him to join in it, which he accordingly
did. Upon the arreet of the accused, the prisoner
Mfade a full deposition againet him, at the saine
time admitting hie own guilt. Both information
and deposition appeared to have been voluntarily
fliade, nauinfluencecl by either hope or threat ;
but it also appeared that the prisoner had flot
been cautioned that hie statements as to the other
flDight be given in evidence against himself,
thoughlihe bad been duly cautioned when under
examîflation in hie own case.

Ileld, following The Queea v. Finkie, 1 V. K.
453, that both the information and deposition

were properly received in evidence, as being
etatemente which had been voluntarily madle,
uninfiuenced by sny promises held out as an
inducement to the prisoner to make them, and
that, too, though tbey had been madle under
oath; for that the ruie of law excluding the
eworn etatemente of a ljrieoner under examina-
tion applied only to his examination on a charge
againet himeelf, and flot when the charge was
againet another; for that in the latter caee a
prisoner wae not obliged to eay anything against
himeif, but if he did volunteereuch a statement
it would be admissible in evidence againet him.

vRg . Field, 16 U. C. C. P. 98.

IN505,.VrT ACTS-ExECUTION..ATTACIIMENT-
PRIOnIITY.-Julici.al prû-ceedings and sces of the
Legisiature take effect in law fromn the earliest
period of the day upon which they are respec-
tively originated and come into force.

M. recovered a judgment and iseued a fi. fa.
goode againet R. The writ was placed in the
hande of the sheriff at balf-paet 10 and a levy
made about Il a.m. On the samne day, but
after the levy, C. Bued out against R. a writ of
attachment in insolvency, which was placed in
the eheriff's bande at hatf.past 11, a.m. On the
samne day, also, an act of Parliament came into
force, (the Royal assent being given thereto on
that day, but flot uritil the aftemnoon) by wahich
it was in effect enacted, that no lien upou the
personal or real estate of an insolvent 8hould be
created by the iesue or delivery to the sheriff of
any execution, or by a levy madle thereunder,
unlese euch execution had isened and been deliv-
ered to the eheriff at leadt thirty daye before the
issue of an attachmient ini ineolvency; but that
this provision seould flot apply to any writ therd-
tofore isseed and delivered to the sheritff nor
affect~ any lien or privilege for costs 'which the
plaintiff theretofore posseeeed.

IIeid, that under the circumetances above
detailed, the fi. fa. goode could flot be coneidered
as having been issued and delivered to the eheriff
&-fore the act came into force, and, therefcre, by
virtue cf the act the writ cf attachment prevailed
over the execution.

IIeid, also, that the execution creditor was flot
entitled to any lien for hie costs.

Semble, that the iseuing of the writ of attach-
ment was a judicial act, aud by virtue thereof
under the statute, the property of the ineolvent
vested in the assignee by relation hefore it was
seized by the sheriff under the executiors, and
before any lien attached on the property by
virtue cf the execution....Conver8e et ai v. Mic/aie,
16 U. C. C. P. 167.


