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It should be the sume as in the ease of sherifl’s
“nceessary disbursements in case of removal of
property” seized, &ec.

¢« 10thly. That for adventising cach sale the bailifl be alfowed
the sun ot 2. 64.

The officer is required to draw and put up notices
of sule in the three most conspicnous places in the
téwnship, and the charge for it appears moderate.

The language in the proposed table requires
some emendation. It may be open to question as
it stands in respect to some of the items ; and there
i an incorrectness in terms which should be looked
to before it is finally submitted for action.

‘The question, and the main question is, are
bailifl’s properly remunerated for their labour and
responsi{:ilily ? With a knowledge of their duties,
and consequently being able to speak positively,
we say they are not.  The office is a most respon-
sible one, requiring intelligence, cducation, and
great personal activity, To sccure men of this
starhp, you must hold out the inducement of a rea-
sonable reward. The old tariff was fixed when a
labourer’s wages was from 2s.6d. to 3s.9d. per
day: now it is about double that rate, and the
necessaries of life have also nearly doubled in
value. The price of a good horse was formerly
about £15: now the same description of animal
would cost from £30 to £35; and a horse, after
being two years worked by a bailifl' in full business,
is only fit to hotble round a farm.

The Division Courts are growing in importance
every year, and bailiffs are the very bone and sinew
of their efficiency ; with a half-paid sct of bailifls
the business will be carelessly and incfliciently
performed ; pay themn fairly and you hold out the
inducements of a permament paying office, and
thereby wecure to the public men whose interest it
is to serve them well,

.The ¢Manual on tho Dutics of Bailiffs in the Division
Courts,” is neceasarily crowded out this time to make room
for the foregoing.

U. G. REPORTS.
GENERAL AND MUNICIPAL LAW.

{Reporied by C, Rodimson, Esq., Larrister-at-Lac.)
(Hidary Term, 20 Vic.)

Geonge MonerLy v. TionMas Baixes asNp Tioxas SstorTis.

Promise to pay in considerati ford 10 ov duscharge of thind pons ¢ yprPreof
of forbearance or discharge—Forbearance 0 excreise @ doubiful vight=—ZSlow fur
a pood conuderalin.

15Q. 1. R, 235.)

C. had contracted with defendants to carry their Jumber
from Collingwood to Chicago, aud had chastered the plaintifi’s
veszcl for that purpose. C. being indebted to the plaintiff,
ﬁu'c him two onlers on defendants amounting to £211 10s. Gd.

efendants did not accept the viders formally when piesented,

LAW JOURNAL.

but retained them and ouve the plaintil & written anthority to
draw on them atten days ou the retun of the vessel to Col-
lingwood,  ‘The plauntin drew wecordingly, but defendants
then told him that C. had been over-pad {)y them, and they
refused tu aceopt. 1t was shown that the pluntul had threat-
ened to detain the luntber on its arrival wt Chicago if his claim
wits net paid, and was toid Ly defendauts that t would be
satisPed ont of the moneys coming {o C. on the retury of tho
vessel,,

Meld, that the plaintiff was entitled to recover from defen-
daunts, for thit the evidenco sutheiently showed a discharee of
C. by the plaintifl, or & giving tiime to lun until ten days attor
the return of the schooner, either of which would furm a good
consideration for defendants’ pronise.

Queere, wheilier plaintitl®s forbearing to detain defendants?
lumnber as ho had threatened would have been a sufficient
consideration, it being unkuown to the parties whether tho
law at Chicago would allow him such right, though our jaw
clearly would not.

Bais v. GoobgruaM 21 at,
{16Q. B.R. 33,)
Whero flour is gnaganteed to inspect of a particular grade,
such as “No. 1, Supertive,’ it must inspect sweet of that grade.
If it inspects as of the grade contracted for, but sour, the guar-
anteo is broken.

Hewitr v. Corperr, SuERIFF,

Aspgnment—Construction r“—~Lcturn to Fi. Fa.
(15Q.B R.29.)

By an assignment of all the assignor’s ¢stock in trade,
gowls, wares, merchandise, groceries, household furniture, and
moveable personal propenty in, upon, or belonging to Ins store,
dwelling, warchouse, whatf and tenements in Ontario street,
in the ety of Kingston, or clsewhere (xuve aud except and
excluding the goods and chattels of the said J. F.,*’ the
agsigmor, %in the possession, control, or charge of David
McWhirter, of Adolphustown only), and also all his stock in
the Kingsten Marine Railway Company,”

Zcld, that shares in the Bay of Quinte Steamboat Company
would not pass.

_ The Sheriff having, however, sold such shares vrider excen:,
tion and reccived the money, could not return nulla bona, on

the ground that they wero not properly ealezble under the
writ.

Watrker axp Tur Musicirarity or Bunrorp.

Survey—13 Vic,, cap. 81. sec. 3118 Vic., eap 83, sec. S—~Levying rate,

The statute 12 Vic., cap. 35, #cc. 3l. provides for 0 survey of conression limes
b aang anaule, ot application to the Governor Iy the mumcipzd councl, winch
apphitaniei need not be ag the 1cquest of the Wadiolders, "‘hc 18ih Vic. cap.
83, rcc. B, provides for tunhing wsursey, aml plaang monunients o seard the
JSront and rear angles of lots, on apphcation 10 the Governor by the mumc-
pality, wade ot the reguest of ouc=lullthe ¢ t Bndhiolders 1o be aftected,

An appheation was wade under the frag act, without sny roquest of the land-
halders, to mark out concession knes, amd undet i the survey provided for i
the sccond act was afterwards tade, to defite the Lotavdares of fots : Jedd, that
such survey was illegul,

The rate 1o pay for o suriey. wnade under these acts. nust be levied not upon
the nsresscd value of the Land, Lut i proportion to the quantty held Ly the
1cepective proprieturs,

(15Q.B. R. 82)

J. Dugean moved Jast term to quash by-Jaw No. 61 of the
township of Burford, passed on the 13th Sept., 1856,

1st. Because the inbabitants of the 13th and 141h concessions
of Burford made no application to the municipality, such as
the statute 1S Vie., cap. 83, sec. 8, required in such’a case.

2nd. Because no application was made by the muuicipality

to the govermnent accotding 1 the stutute, as stated i thy
by-law.




