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The questions put by our correspondent open up rather a wide field for 4

debate.
Were we to ask the opinions of
points, no two of them might possibly exactly agree.

In the Division Court a good deal of “ natural justice” must ‘necessarily ‘be ~ ‘
administered, and a judge is justified in his endeavour to deal equitably with 2
each particular case, so long as he does not override the well-known laws of the :
land, as laid down either by statute or by decisions of the higher courts. ' 3

It is well established that there is now no imprisonment for debt in this 1
Province ; and where a judgment debtor has been committed to gaol, under the 1
provisions of sec. 240 of the D.C, Act, such commitment is not (in theory at
least) for non-payment of money ordered to be paid, but for fraud, for contempt 4
in disobeying the process of the Court, or for disobedience to the order of the ]
Court when it was in his power to comply with the order.
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as purged himself of such contempt. o
We do not look at the imprisonment of a judgment debtor to be something ‘&

done at the instance of or for the benefit of the particular creditor who may 3
happen to put the law in motion,

any more than a prosecution for fe'lony is-

undertaken on behalf of the Person upon or towards whom the act involvu‘lg.the 2
felony has been committed. Were it so, it is quite possible that the criminal E |
prosecution might be a bar to any civil remedy on the part of the injured person. E
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On the same principle it mj

ght be argued that when it is considered tha..t
the commitment of a j nt debtor under the circumstances mentioned i3 ;
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of imprisonment. On the other hand, the circum- | |
uch as to rajse a suspicion that the application wasfv
or that the statements upon which it was based wer
of questionable veracity, or that an order would be in some way unfair to th
creditor. In cases like these the Judge might well refuse to act without having
all parties before him. '
It is well known that in many cases of imprisonment for contempt, the per
sons committed have languyj in prison for most unreasonable periods. To’
prevent such a thing h any of our Division Courts, the power of
the Judge is limited ast of commitment, and a further enactmen
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