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board under sncb contract, might irecover, in the
'Inited States, double his stipulated vages, go1d
the7a being at a premium of 100 per cent.-
,4 1nerican LSaw Register.
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pi- Pa. land8 from County Court on tran-
8cript from Division Court - Return of
nlulla 1?ofa.
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GRNlTLEME,-TIi 252nd section of the
e11onLaw Procedure Act contains these

Wrds: IlNor shall any execution issue
%94!nst lands and tenements until the return

of execution against goods and chattels."
'Under this provision if an execution le

letuflned nulla bona in a Division Court, a
trartscript filed in the County Court, and a
*rit Of fierifacias against lands immediateiy

18811ed thereon, without first issuing any fi.
A.goods out of such County Court, would

tlh5ft fa. lands thus issued be vaiid ?
An1 answer in your next issue with refer-

e'ce to ariy case in point would be of interest
t' IlanIy readers.

Yours truly,
A BARRISTES.

Kinigston, January 2, 1866.

lWe cannot think that an execution against
n048reed in such case be issued froni the

e '1tabove before the issue of an execution
ýei11st lands. The objection of the provisionla tonsure the goods and chattels of the
de t rbeing exhausted before recourse is had

ee1 adand this end i tandb h
ecotUtion from the Division Court We are
Pu 8t present aware of any case directly in

'buntb it was held in Farr v. Jobin8, 12

Ci . . 35 that a transcript from a Divi-
ort to a County Court should contain

3ternIt that the fi. fa. goods had been
'S1dand returned "in order to avoid any

r1itWith or departure froni section 252 of
eh 22 of Con. Stat. U. C."l-EDs. L. J.]

~-1eged
%or neffliency and defect of Divein

4to collection of amail debte-Credit esy8-

'To 1 :DiTORS 011 THE LAw JOURN-AL.

Lindsay, Jan. 30, 1866.
tnd MN-t appears that we are likely

Meso legisiation during the approarhing

session of Parliament, as to our Division
Courts; and the tendency or inclination of
those who have so far moved in the matter in
the way of introducing bis, seenis to be
towards eniargement and extension of the
jurisdiction of the pres8ent Division Court.

In reference to the above I have some sug-
gestions which I shouid like to have brought
before our law-makers, and take th@ liberty of
asking you to give them a place ini the col-
unins of your Journal.

I quite agree with those-who are agitating
for a change of the law in respect to these
courts, "lthat some aiteration is required,"
but I strongly disapprove of the extending of
their jurisdiction. One strong objection to,
these courts, as at present constituted, is, to
ny mind, that their jurisdiction is too eztcnded
already. If we are to have them continue,
thon it would be much better to have their
jurisdiction reduced or that some proper mode
of allowing appeals from decisions given or
pronounced shouid be introduced.

My theory involves no iess than their en-
tire aboli8hment.

Let the Division Courts be entirely abol-
ished. Give the County Courts jurisdiction
in ail matters above $40. There is now a
remeay by which servants can in a summary
manner recover before a magisirate their wages
not exceeding $40. Give to magistrates a
simlarjurisdiction, to try and dispos@ of in a
summary manner ail matters of tort which
can, under the present law be tried and dis-
posed of in the Division Court, subject to the
ranme appeal as at present exists, in reference
to their adjudication in mnatters of wages.
Tlhis would provide un with 4 remedy for
every class of debts and wrongs, except debts
below $40 flot being for wages; and as to
them it appears to me that it would be a
grMat advantage to the country that, so far
as possible, the present systeni of smail credits
should be put an end to, and the cash system
introduced. I think that even though a
change in the law, somewhat as above, might
not work out absolutely se great a reforma-
tion, yet it wouid niost undoubtedly have a
strong tendency in that direction. Lt may be
said that it would be unjust to deprive the
honest man of the means of getting goods
which bis necessities may require, by any
changc such as that suggested. I think no such
effect would of nccessity be produced. He now
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