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We have already decided that the Legisiaturq
intended that the appeal sbould be disposed of' ai
such Sessions, and we think it is quite clear froni
the language of the section that the matter ai
costseshould be determined at the saine turne.
Varions reasons mighit he suggested why it
should ho so, if the language itself was flot clear.
The justices wba preside at Quarter Sessions,
wîtb the exception of the ch&irman, are seldoin

tesaine. In the present case no one of the four
who vere present at the M-arch Sessions, and
heard the appeal, were present at the June Ses-
sionîs, when the costs were disposed of.

No doubt the Sessions has a general power ta
aîtjourn ; but, as snid by Cockburn, C. J., in
.lownan v. BIit/t, in the Exchequer Chamber,
on appeal (7 E. & B. 47>, "lve are unanimousiii thiuking that the decision of the Court of
Qieeti'8 Iench in this case aught to be affirmed.
TIheir judgment proceeds on the ground that,
though the Court of Quarter Sessions have in
gie,îeral power of adjourninent, yet, wben an actgiving any particular jurisdiction plainly inti-
iîîstes an intention that snch particular jurisdic-
tin is to be exercised by one particular Sessions,
tliat Sessions cannat adjourn it to another." And
Martin, B., in the saine case, says, ",I will only
add that, thougb I do not question that, in con-
struing acts, language seemingly positive may
sometimes be rend as directory, yet such a con-
struction is not to be ligbtly adopted; and neyer
vben, as in this case, it would really be ta inake
a new law, instead of that made by the Legisia-
ture."

We are therefore of opinion that this mile
should be made absolute ; but as, as in the case
of Aicüumber and Doyle, no objection appears to
have been made when the adjourninent of the
appeal was ardered, there will be no costs.

Rule absolule.

CAMPBELL v. TirE CORPORATION 0F YORK & PuICrL.
York and Peel-Serice of Registrar of Peel under .09 vie.cap. 2I4, secs. 26, 33-Joint liability of ConUes after sepa-

ratton-Pleadiog-Evdence.
Held, as decided upon dernirrer to the declaration, 26 U.C.

4i. 635, that the Corporations of York and Peel werejointly liable to the plaintiff, as Registrar of Peel, forservices rendered by him under secs. 26 and 33 of theRegistry Act, before the separation of the counties.
lleld also, that a demand of payment on the Treasurer ofthe Counties, and refusai by hum, was sufficiently shownby the evidence set out below ; a1nd that the Inspector'scertilleate under sec. 70, tbough given after the separa-tion, was sufficient,' it flot beiiig a condition precedexit tethe right of action on sucb refusai.
Hel also. no objection that the inemorials copied by theplaintiff had been received by his predecessor, not by

himself.
[Q. B., M. T., 31 Vie., 1867.]

Declaration, that the plaintiff, before and since
the 29 Vic. cap. 24, was and is Registrar af the
County af Peel, and before its separation frain
York a separate regiétry office vas before and
atter the act established in Peel, and the plain-
tiff after the act, and befare the separation, per-
tammed certain duties under sections 26 and 38
of said Act, the fees for vbich duties, accarding
ta said act, amaunted, under sec. 26, ta $963 61,and under section 83 to $2,000, vhich fees vere
duiy certified by the Inspector ai Registry Offices:that *uch duties vere required by the act, and
w er. ta b. perfarmed by the plaintiff as Regis-
tram under these sectians; and aftem he bac! per-
formned the duties, the plaintiff did, befome action,
request the proNr treasurer ta pay, &o., but ho

170-VOI. IV.]

refused: that Peel vas afterwards, and before
tbis action, separated; wbereby an action bath
accrued against the defendants.

r Plea, by the defendants separately, neyer ln-
debted.

The case vas tried at Brampton, before Adam
Wilson, J.

A certificate by the Inspector of Registry
Offices for services under sec. 33, vas put in for
$2,000, and another, under sec. 26, for $963 61.

Several letters were put in evidenc î, passingbetween the plaintiff and the Treasure af fYor k
and Peel.

A witness proved that be went with an order
froin the pl:îintiff for the two surns to the officeof the Treinsurer of York and Peel, and miike toa person hie snpposed was tihe Treas4urer, whioreferred hum to the Warden, who referred hum ta
their legai advisers, by one of visoi be was told
that the County of York did not intend to pay
thse account at ail. This was in Febru ary, 1867.
The Treasurer said ho thoughit that TPeelI sh ould
pay.,

For the defence, Mi. C.. Cameron, Q. C., for theCounty of York, nxoved for a nonsuit, on tbegraund that there vas no sufficient proof of theaccount, or af the turne the services vere ren-dered : that the certificat. does flot mefer ta York
more than ta Peel, and does not refuir ta particu-
lar services renlered: that there vas fia suffi-cient request, under tbe statute, to pay : that
tbis is a joint action, and fia demand i8s aoya
on thse Treasurer of Peel: that the Counity ofYork vas not liable: that sections 68 and 70 aftise Registry Act, 29 Vic. cap. 24, show that
Peel is the.County liable : that thse fuies are to berecavered froin the Couoty in visici thse separate
Registry Office is: that Peel had been set off'
visen thse demand vas made: that the lands liethere, and it bad a separate Treasumer : that the
plaintiff had nat shavu that he received any me-
maorials froin any other County, of which lie wasta make copies, and tili then hie hnd na duty ta
perforin.

Thse plaintiff was then called as a witnes.4. Jiesaid he had. been Regiitrar over three years:
that the mernorials he copied were not received
by hum, but by bis predecessar: tsait le liail re-ceived about £560 from thse Treasurer of thse
United Caunties for services under sec. 26: tlîat
ise began capying in Noveniber, 1865: tlîat h.bac! been paid ait bis accounts rendered of thiat
class except $963; be bac! got nathing an accourit
ai the abstract indices, tilere vas no other toninai
mequest ta pay than appeared by the letters andaccounts put in; and notbing received on the twoaccounts sued. In August, 1866, ise mendered
the accaunt ta thse Treasurer for $963 61. InDecember he rendered the accaunt for $2,000.
Thse persan ho saw in the Treasurer's office said
ho bad no authority ta pay it. No demand vasmade an Peel since the sepamatian excepting theletter (vhich letter vas flot aniang tise exhibits).

Tise defendants, tise County ai York. then ob-jected that as thse plaintiff had not received theinemarials,he vas Dot an officer tado tise ork, <ir.It vas agreed that a verdict should be t,%ken
for thse plaintif,. vith leave ta the defendants tamove ta enter it for thein, or for a nonsilit.

Mf C. Cameron, Q. C., obtained a mule an theleavo reserved, ta vhich James Palerson shaved.
cause.


