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tration of debentures is inade to constitute IL lien on the
real estate of the Corporation, having priority according tu
the daîte of registration. Assurcdly such a systeni of
reg'istratiou will, as the prcauible suggests, tend giuatiy to
the inercased value of debentures issucd under thc autho-
rity of by.laws or 'Municipal and other Corporate bodies
passed for the purposc of raising inoncys, and also for the
bettcr qe,;urity of tic lîiders of the saine." The bill de.
serves the greatcst support, and the grcatcst praise. It
is pleasiîig to find mcii iii tic position of~ legislators alive
to thie requirenients of their age, cndowed with, sagacity
ta contrive and ability to perf'orni that %vhich is for thc
publie good. Of this class of legisiators the introducer of
tUeinîcasure under cousideration is bcouiing one of thc
nost useful and disting-luish',.d.

APPEALS TO PRIVY COUNCIL.

la other colutuns we prescrit our readers vith a report
of the decision of the Privy Council iii the case of Siilpplc
v. Gitniour. The judgnxcnt of' tic Court of Error and
Appeal of Upper Canada confirinin- tlîc judInent of the
Court of Comînon I>leas, (5 U. C., C. Il., 318,) is upheld.

It bas always appcarcd to us strarige that the defendant
Gilinour rcsisted the dcmand of the plaintiff in this cause.
The delViveiry before tie loa of t.he tiniber, the subjeet

poor-and equal justice tiiere canneo bc whcrc it is iii the
power of one party by incans of' Iis riches necdlcssly to
protract litigmtion.

he section, of the Error and Appeal Act, (20 Vie. cap.
5,) which Provk :es that in ail cases of a motion for a ncw
trial upon thc ground Unîat Uic judgc lias îiot rulcdl accord-
ing to kwi, i f the ruie to show cause be rcfuscd or if
grantcd bc aftcrvvards dischargcd or miade absolute, the
party decidcd against inay appeal, provieleI any one of the
Judues dissent froin the mile being rcfuscd, or whcn
grantcd bcing disclîargcd or mnade abslAutc as the case îîîay
be, or provlecil the Court in its dîscretion thinkl fit thatan
appeal should bc allawcd, &c., (s. 15) is sourid ini princi-
pie. The priîîcipie of it niighit, wc believe, with inueli
advantagc to suitors bce xtcndcd to appeais to Privy
Council coîiteniplatcd by s. 46 of 12 Vic. e. 63.

MUNICIPAL LAWS.-DISSOLUTION 0F UNIONS.-
EFFECT ON COUNTY OFFICERS.

Iii our nuniber for April last, wc pointed out a confliet
of decisions on this branch of law. We showed that while
the Court of Comînon Pleas had cxpresscd one opinion, the
Court of Queens Denebc, apparcntly without being nware of
the opinion of the Commnon Mlens, exprcsscd one wholly
different. We dzzlwed Dur Xnu7ilty to reccrîciit tne de-

niatter of the sale, was as perfect as could bc the delivery cisions,-the orie hein- tliat of Carter v. Seillàvau et al.,
of a raft of timber. The raft was, pursuant to dcfendant's 4 U. C. C. P. 298, aîîd the other hein- that of Glick v.
instructions convcycd to his boom and there nîoorcd. Daviùlsoit et al., là U. C. Q. B3. à91. IVe are as much
Nothin- more renîained ta bc donc by cither party to coin, as ever unable to do so.
picte the deiivcry. Afterwards the raft iras dcstroycd by We bave now a stili more recent case in the Queen's
a ,ztt)rjià. The question was upon whonî, vendor or pur. Bench, wherein Glicle v. D<wîdson is uphcld, and Carter
e1asýer, Uic los slîould Lall. 13y the contract thc r'iglt of v. Sullivan commented upon and dloubted. Thi case is
propcrty in the tiînbcr passcd fromî vendor to purchiaser. rcportcd elscwvhcre. \Vhile in reference to Carterv. jSulli-
By Uhc deiivcry aU dcièiîdant's booms tic possessionî also van, the Chief Justice of Quecn's ]3cnch thinh-s the ques-
pasýbcd. Froni this tilule the r.-fit ccascd to hi' the r.ft of tion was not much Ilgone into," Mr. Justice B3urns does
Supple and hecarue tlîat of Gilinour. The loss of it after Dot hesitate to, say, I have attentivciy considcred the case
mach litigation, it is now finally dccidcd, is the loss of of Carter v. Sullivan, on the construction of those statutes
Gihinour and not of Suppl,-a decision wvlich accords but confess my inability te take the view adeptcd in that
alike with cownion liw and comînon sense. case." Thus the conflict of authority as much as ever

Wc tliiuk there ought to ho soîne chcck. on the riglît of cxists and the breach. if anything is widencd. Until the
appeal to the I>rivy Council. Wcrc the piaintifi in this question is cither scttled by a Court of Appeal or the legis.
Case, Stîpple, a poor mnan, tic result niight have bea that lature, our rcunarhs miade in April Mujst stand as thcy arc
sickcned and crueily inîpoverishcd by protracted litigation, writtcn.
hc would have been too giad to have acccpted anything, We have examincd the New Municipal Bi, but cannot
howcvcr sînali, offcrcd to hit» by thc defendant, one of a flnd that it proposes to hcip us eut of the difficuity. Indced
wealthy and extensive trading flrm. It se happcned that wc cannot discover that s. 37, of 12 Vie., cap. 78, is with
the plaintiff is a inan of considerable 'wealth as 'wdll as de- or without aniendînent, to a bre.enactcd. Probably tbe
fendant, and rather than ho haffld fought froîn Court te commnissioncrs dening- it a temporary provision have
Court until thre final confliet ini the prescace of Royalty. omitted it. If they have donc so they have donc wrong.
There ought te bc in ail suits equal justice to ricli andi.Not eniy as to Counties already disunited, but as te Ceun-
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