
by virtue of and under the authority of an Act passed ln the 1'arlia-,
ment of the United Kingdomn of Grent i3ritain and Ireland, intitulptd,
An, Act to Bc-un2itc the Provinces ofUppe)r and Lower C'anada riiidJor
t/w Govelvnmelit of C.anada, and it is lierelvy enactedl by the autliority
of the saine, that lu ail actions grouindcdi 01 debtS, prIomIises, Contrnets
and agreenicnts of a mercantile nature, betwveen merchiant andiiier-
chant, trader and trader, s0 reputed tuid tunderstood according, to liw,
no acknowlcedgmnent or iromise by words only shal lie deecmed suf-
licierit evidence of a newv or contiiauing contract, whereby to take
any case out of the operation of the said enactmnents, or eithier of'
themii, or to deprive any party of the benelit thereof, unile,.s suchi
neknowiedgment or promise shahl be made or contained by or lu
some writing to be smýgfned by t/w party/ chargeable tlzereky; and that
whlere there shahl be two or more joint contractors, or cxecutors or
administrators, of any contracter, no sucli joint contractor, exeenitor
or admiiStrtor shall lose theC benIefit Of the seaid eaeCtmetS, or citlmer
eof them, so as te o cargeable iu respect or by reason only of any
writteni aclnowledgilieit or promise made and signe'd by ally other
or others of them: Proviticd always, timat nothing hierein contaiacd
shahl alter or takze away or lessen the effeet of any payment of any
principal or interest made by any person wvhatsoever: -. rovidcd aise,
ilhat iu actions to be eommenccdl against two or more sueli joinit con-
tractors, or exeenitors or administrators, if it shahl appear at the trial
or otherwvise, Mhai t/w P-lain?#' thiougit barred by eitiier qf t/w saidreci-
ted Acis or this Act, as to one or more of suehi joint con tractors or ex-
eutors or admninistrators, shall neverthieless bcecntitledl to recover
against any othier or others of tlie defendants, by virtuec or a nevw
ackznowlodgiiieat or promise or othicrwise,.judgmiient inay be given and
costs alwdfor the plaintiff as te such defendant or defendlants. ngainst
-%vioîa lie shall rerover, and for the other defendant or defendants
agnlins t the pla.initilL."

In ci aracterizingr this Act, a-s wvas intimated before, it is believcd te
be quite cear, that we must view it, cithier as dIeli,,tory of the old
law, and simiul et scmi introduetory of the amcndiag Act, 9 Go. IV,
Cap. 14 ; or as cntinciating a previous state of unccr-t.inity as to the
existence and operation of the limperial Statute of Limitations la the
?>rovince of Loivcr Canada, (assigning the inconvenience rcsulting
from- these, doulits, as a mnotive for the law>, and fornially and lu ex-
press terms, introductory both of thie old English Statute of L~imita-
tiens, and the ameadmient. If, upon a, careful examination of the
tcrmns and express provisions of' the Act, neithier of these positions
be found tenable, -ive may then hiave recourse to an imnplied intro-
duction of the olaw---%, asajust and nercssary consequence of the express
introduction of the amnending Act. Finahly, and lu conneetion wîthi tlmis
view of the matter, Nve xnay consider the question, -whcthcr the fac t of the

LeisIature haigassumed and taken for granted the pre-existence of'
tlue Statu te of Limiitations, as a part of our iaw-, (should stuch rnanifc'stly
ippear to ho its impression), prove sufficient of itself to -ive thiat Statute
force of Iaiw or net? In ordler to form a settled opih .,n upen the last
twvo poinits, ive inust fahi backl upon the primary rules of construction, te'


