
RECENT DE.clsIoNs.

i.-Has the Provincial Legisiature power(
under the B. N. A. Act, 1867, to interfere r
in any way with the procedure in Superior, i
District, or Countv Courts? t

2.-If they have such a power, (an they
exercise it directly, or only by the accustomed
channels?«

.3 .- If the Provincial Legislature have the
power, and mav exercise it by their own de-
liberation and 'vote, can they delegate the

power to any other body, as is attempted to
be done by s. 17 of the Act of 1879, and
s. .32 of the Act of î88o. In other words-
Are those sections constitutional?

(To be continued.)

RE CE YTT DECIS/ONS.

W'e can now proceed to the February nu m-
bers of the Law Reports. which comprise 19

Ch. D. p. 61-p. 2o6, and 8 Q. B. D. p. 69
-p. 166.

PRACTICE-CONDUCT OF' PROCEEDINGS.

The first case, in re JJopkiits, p). 6 1, has
reference to a point of practice. Next of
kmn commenced an action for administration
against an administrator cum tes/amen/o an-
nexo, and obtained an order for the ad-
ministration. Afterwards it became ne-
cessary for the said administrator, in bis
cal)acitY as such, ti) institute a suit for ad-
ministration of another estate, and he also

ii.) the administrator, having become badl
upt, could flot be allowed to carry on a si

n which lie was plaintif:; therefore the plaiDi

iffs in the other action or else the receiver

mnust cany it on, but the conduct of an actiOl'
is now neyer given to a receiver.

CONTRACT- ý1U-'VTHORIZEDO BUT -40T «'ILFLEGt

In the next case, in re Co//mnan, p. 64, the

Court of Appeal held that where the trustees.
of a Friendlv, Society had loaned money ofl

pronhissory note of a non-member, this,
though unauthorized by the Act, waS'lt
rendered illegal thereby. and sincp it was 1"
competent to the makers of the note to allege:
by wav of defence that the payees had 00
authority to lend the money, the truste$

could recover against th,ý estate of one of 0Wt1

makers, who had died. Jessel, M. R., O-

serves, p. 69,-" There is nothing in theAc

which directly or indirectly prohibits the lefldý

ing on personal security, beyond the fact the,

it gives the trustees no authority to do
an&. that their doing so would therefore le
breach of trust 1 cannot find anythiflg
the AXct which could prevent aIl the merne
from effectuallv authorizi ng a loan on
security, though a mere majority could o
do so. There is, therefore, nothing that 1 Co
find in the Act of Parliament which rlkl

the boan illegal."

BAILO1R AND SAILES-JUS TERTIIC

In ex parte Davies, p. 86, after the filillg
a liquidation petition, an auctioneer took Pe

obtained an order for administration. A short session of the chattels comprised in a bil î
time after, he became bankrupt. The plain- sale, on the instructions of the holder the'4.

tiffs in the first action now applied for a and advtertised them for sale. The int"'

receiver to he appointe- of the estate of their sale was, however, stopped by an injlIflct

testator. anid also for liberty to themselves and the trustee in bankruptcv assertiflg
continuev the second action. The Court of dlaim, the auctioneer, on bis instructiOflS5$
AI)peal hield both parts of the application vertised the goods as for sale by his o

should be granted, for (i.) whether the ad- The sale took place, and the auctI0O
ministrator's conduct had been fradulent or having received notice from the holder O

not, it was not'Oit that a man who is a bank- bill of sale not to pay the proceeds O~-

rupt should continue to be a trustee without the trustee, refused to do so. The tt

the consent of the cestuis que trul>, therefore now applied to the Court of BankruPtl

it was right a receiver should be appointed ;Ipayment to him The Court of Appgw ',
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