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a Petirien to te disinisced with costs, hePt thatI
this did not entitie tise applicants to ceets of
preceedings in the Court helcw sblsequieut to, the
larder wtîch was rever.sed.

GRANT V. WISCHIESTII
Secio-ity foct- t imitiap fi sicfor pittieg in seconflty.

[Tus Rsvsusss 255h Maret, 1873.J

À plaintiff wto omubsequent to filing cf 'bill
tad gone to reside in Connecticut was held eu-
titled te the came time for putting in securîty
as a defendant served in Connecticut would
under General Order 90 have tees entitled te
for ausveering a bll-sche time te commence
from the date of application te linsit the tirne.

REPOUTS.

COMMON LAW CHTAMBERS.

DAIN V. OcAGE.

A1 clninitrat'iea cf Justice A et, Secs. 59, 64- Ceestrnc-

Reid, 1. That under secs. 69 and 64 cf tise Administration
of Justice Att, 1878, there slsould te no Couuty Court
ISitting in May cf that year.

2, That the word"I Section " dccc not neescarily mean
oe cf tise divisions of an Act nnmbored as sncb, but
way roter, il tise context requires it, te any distinct en-
acerment of whish tisers may be ocrerai includced under
oe numbering.

3. Consideration cf couflictiag clauses Iu came Act.
4. Application cf tise mastic, Il Exprcssio uimi est ex-

cEssis, attente

[Cisambers, May 1-5, 1878. M.fafs-icdC .

This was an application te set acide a niotice
of trial given for the County Court cf the
County cf York, at a citting of that Court, wtlct
the plaintiff accuined ivas thon about te bie teld

on thse iStIs of May then next.
Thc question in dispute arose on thse construc-

tion of secs. 59 ands 64 of thse Administration et
Justice Aet of 1873. Section 59 will te found
on p. 139 ente ;sec. 64 le as foiles:

"Sections 46, 47, 51, 56, 57, 58, 62, sud 63,
cf this Act, and se iuuel of the .59th section as
relates te tIse sittings of thse Ceunty Court in

SepteuTher cf eveiy year, sliah go into force
lnrthwsth, sud the ether sections shahl go into
force ou ands after tise tirst day of January next."

])claoccre stewcd cause.
Frncie, contre.

Mn, DÂs.Tei.-Tte important qu estion is
whcether upon the construction of clauses 59 ands
64, cf thse Administration cf Justice Act latoly
passed, a sitting cf the Court ivili te helis on ttc
IStIs f Manext- I have corne te the cêtsiclusieu
that ne sucb sittin.g eau te helis anis 1 have tees
led te it liy tltc foîlcu insg consid rations :-

Thse date cf thse assent shal hoe the date of the
commencement cf an Act, if no later commence-,
nient shahl te therein previdcd: Stat. 31 Vict.
cap. 1, sec. 4-(Interpretation Act.> Therefore,
the Administration cf Justice Act cf 1878 woulcl
te in force noce in ail its clauses, wcre it net for
clause 64, îvtich postponcs its operatien as, anis
te the extent in clause 64 cxprceced. lu al
respects iu wtîch that clause dccc not pcstpone-
the eperation cf ttat Act, it is in force now.
Then clause 64 trings inte imînediate opesatien,
clauses 46, 47, 51, 56, 57, 58, 62, and 6à, ands
se îteS of section 59, as relates to thse &ittinys cf
tise Cocscty Court in Septesnber, sud it enacts that
Ilthe etlïer Sections " -hall go inte force ou ands
atter the first day cf January, 1874.

Ttc question is as te ttc residue cf clause 59.
Is it in force now or net ? Is tise residus cf
clause 59 includcd iu "t the thcî sections " in
clause 64 ?

I will ferst suppose it is net. Thon ty the
express, eniactmcnt cf sec 64, that part of sec. 59
wtich relates te the Sittingc cf the Ceunty
Court in September is in force now, ands as te
ail thc rest of clause 59, that tee must te in force
now, if it is net included in the 'wesds l"the
etter Sections,"! for if it is net pestpoucd ty
sec. 64, it must faîl under tte general i-nie,
and te in force frem ttc accent te tte Ac.
From ttic it would fcllew ttat ttc whele cf
sec. 59 le in force-ttat part as te tte Septem-
ber Couuty Court ty express euaetment, anis
tte, rest cf the clause tecause its eperatien ha
net lu auiy wsy pcstponed, anis if this te se,
ttere will te a Ceunty Court sud General Sec-
siens in May, sud a Couuty Court anis General
Sessions lu September. But eau tIent possitly
te the intention h 1 thint net, as may te
dernonstrates.

Ttc construction cf an Aet, wtatever the
mIles wcn are te guide lu arrlving at it, rnnst
te 'chat 'ce telieve is ttc exjnvsscd intention.

I n-cul Ssay that th clau ses cis and 64 do not
raise an iucensistency w liis it is uiecessary te,
recoucihe. Clause 64 is inserted for ttc purpoeo
cf defliuig the tirnes at which the several clauses
shahl cerne jute operatien, sud se regullatiug
these otter clauses, sud fer ne ether purpese.
if it is inconsistent with any otter clause if
mnust te regardeis as an atterrheuglit sud ctange
ef intentions lu this respect. (Sec as te this tte
judgrnent cf Lord Teuterden lu Rex v. Justice&
of Middilesex, 2 B. & Ad. 821, eitiug Attornrey-
Cencrol v. 6'ilelsca W. Wý Co., Fita-
gitbon 159-ttc latter a case very mnuet lu
point). As far as clause 64 enacts if must
tl]ereleIe covern, aýsd frein the very prpcse et,-
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