
CRENERAL CoOIRESPONDExcr.

On these facts, which are as 1Ilcarncd them,
the judge decided: lst. That the plcdgce's
dlaini had the priority and on bein- paid,
2nd. That the fi. fa. would Corne in before the
attaching order, and takze until it was satisfied,
after whicli the order would be avallable.

Yours respectfully,

St. Catharines, Feb. 6, 1866.

Lao Society Soastis
To TIVz EDITOrIS OF TUE U. C. Lxv JOUaxNAL.

GE';TLaE.UE,-Boing admnitteil a niember of
the Law Society, in Easter Term of :1865) but
having been articled in Vie spring of 1S64, 1
wisih to, inquire whether 1 shall he eligible to
compote for the fi-st year's, scholarship of the
present ycar ? Docs the timne spent under
articles previous te admission into the society
disqualify one for such competition ? Please
informn me if so, and oblige

Pub. 15, 1866. A LAW STUDENT.

[Woe think you are cligible. Sec Rule of
Law Society of February, 1865, on p. 228 of
last volume of the Lato Journal. We do not
sec that your articles of clerkship have any-
thing te do ivith the xntc.-D.L. J.]

Diisioit Court.- amud Credit Systrnt in Uppcer
Canada.

To Tilc EDrror.s or TuE U1. C. LAW JouP.NAL.j

GE~TExDS -Inoticedl iii the last lazo
Journal a connuunication friom your corres-
pondent IlDirE," and 1 desire to express mny
concurrence vrith his vicws.

1 believe that the total abolislnment of our
DivsiA Courts would bc of greit henofît te
the country. 1 would cven go fardier fhan
49Dima,," and :ailowv ný suits for debts inder
$100. The suial credit systein, if net actu-
ally ruinin- a nuitbor of our farmers, is a.
g-reat; obstacle te their advarîcerent and pros-
peir-y; and Nvlitever conducos te, thecir well-
heing must ho heneîici:il te, the country at
large. Thuis change would involve ne liard-
ship, for lionce men ceuld get credit for ail
tlitcy dcsired ; and as aginst the di4ltoieu,
te !iresclit s3xstein is no effectuai check.

Actions for torts up, te '$40 inight weii bo
leit te, the inigistrates for sumunaryv disposai,
subject te appiletl, and this would aise lessen
thle costs.

1 quito agree wîth IlDixc " in ail his re-
imarks, and hope that our Legisiature will
seriously consider this matter, for I arn con-
vinced that any change in this direction will
be for the better.

You.s truly,
Febrary 16, 1866. H1. Il.

Watt v. J'anevcqi et al. 23 U 02. Q. B. 196-
Correction in sic. 'ernnt af Jacts as rcpom-icd.
To THE EDITORS Or TVIE UJ. C. LAW JOUat\-AL.

GE-,TLEUE,-I observe in the January
numnber of the local Courts' Gazette, in the
article on "The Lawv and Practice of the
Division Courtsý," a reference te thm case of
re 1lratt v. Fânevery et al. 23 U3. C. Q. B. »G1.
Prom the report of this case it woffid appear
that the County Judge had assumed to exer-
cise jurisdiction, until prohibited, in a case
vrhere the whl~e cause of/action had net arisen
within the limits of his Division Court: Now
such was net the fAct. The evidence showed
that the contract suedl on, which w-as made at
Brantford, was for the delivery 'by the defen-
dants; ef a quantity of fishi at thc Goderich
Station, to arrive al thie Brant'ford Station in
good condition.

The breacli sued for was that the flshi when
they arrived at B3rantford, were in bad con-
dition. On these facts the County Judge
held3 that, the whole cause of action arose at
Brantford. The defendants thon applied for
a writ of prohibition, crroncously statin- the
contract te be for the delivcry of the fislh in

ood condition at Goderich,an necs-
wherc. Upon this the Court of Queen's
l3ench granted a rule niai for a writ. It was
this application that w-as reportcd.

Upon the return of the rule, and thc facts
of the case appearing as 1 have above stated
themi the court disch,.rgodl the i-ie. and the
caise was disposcd of in the Division Court.

It wvould have been botter if the reporter
haid waited until the raie w-as disposcd of,
whien the whole case could have been givcn,
istcad of rcporting the ex parle applicationl fer

thie ruk nisL 0.

Pcbruary 17, 186G. JUSTITIA.

[As the aboi-e letter is writtcn by one tho-
roughly conversant withl the f.tcLs, his state-
ment niay be relicd upon as boing perfcctly
accurate. But whiist-for the purposes of
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