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reict letver of' this writer %vc did flot, notice, tii our atten- to ail leg:îI prisîeiffle, &and incapable of' being doferided in
tion ivas c:îlled to àt witliin the kast fuiw days. anîy otlier inanticr tlitan by atteluîptitig to galvaîîize into lhf 0

If'Aqe liai1 iii lus tirst letter told us wlint lie doos' tic long defuncet la%, of flic dari, ages, flot only resuseitating
apologetic:îIly iii lis last-that hoe is a1 peron flot prf~sugthe obsolete doctrinue, " crei;iiiiiis crror jucil js' but
a koldeof Iawv, but ivho is un fort uuately afilhitcd %vitlî even pcîvcrting it front its Originual use, Iwhich was to stile
thc bibhiolliania wlîicli leads hiiuî to rcad a few lau' cases, judicial <jqualuus of coniscience zig to dccidin.- contrary to
aînd tlîat lie l:îbors uîîdcr the disadvalitage of' lîaving so tlîat. Uic piresidiuîg judges Ibelievcd to ho tlic truc principles
defective a legal education as to bc conupellcd iv:thî Iiiuuuîiity of' l:îw. by liu uniiitcrruptedl course of' legal decisions of' the
to coulss hiimiself' unable to tinderstind the distinction saine, or a superior, or exclusive, or at lcist eqiigl tribunal,
betwecn a suggcstion on the roll, a rephication, and a srire on the î'cry poinît, cxtcnding b:îck to tiunc inîunemenorial, andll

fd.-cshould never have talzen what, %vould filon frontî forcing tie uuîfortunate muaxiiun to, do duty agaiuist tise
thc fiist have «ippcaycd the unmnll:unly (:ourse of wotinding judgcs of the Court of Error and Appcal by estopping
tic suàccptibilities of aektiowled-ed wcakness. ýVe wcre those superior court judgcs vvitl the crroncouq dccisions
oilly deluded inito fihe colitest by the Supposition that ive upon a point rccently r.îiscd upon the construction of ivlat
wecre contending with ope of equal de-roc wifli ourselves; in law is conisidercd a mîodernu statute of tlîc inf'crior courts,
tieut is, wlîo either liad or proiossed to have a moderato the legility or error of îvhich vcry decisions of such inferior
linrG-ldgCe of tlîe law Ilowcvcr, hiaving coliiienceed, it is courts wotild bc thoen dircctly initer investigation, and for
now ncccssary for us to conclude the controversy, such as the express and sole purposo of rcctifying which, rhien
it is; and as flic subject is ncarly exhaustcd, ive purpose to errouicous, suelh superior court mias creatcd, and alone lias
finish it iii this nunîber. existecelC.

Whoevcr rends our first article, in tic Aiugust number, !Or even if he should b'e stili further inf'ornicd that in
wilI -e ve startcd ivith the avoived objeet of showitig, not! the procss of reasoiilg l'y 'whicl, apparently, eAliquis lias
whethcer Gardîw'ir v. G'ardiner ivould or would not ultu-, at lewgth brouglit Iiiunself' to agrce in substance with us on

îîîtey h dcidd o h aco Dgooretrrtolwbtal points, except as to the validity and applicability of the
that it wvas a case of qucsdionablc aulhority, by no mens mnaxime, "cmuerror fiade juts," to the preont dis-

impssile o le sillrcersd b th Corto Apea-th'at tpute, hoe bas convincod iîuself by a different mode, or at
the doctrine it hiad partiadly introduccd, iwithout introducing lcast l' different words front those uscd by us-lie meaning
onough of thc nature of chattels in to real property to unihke by "ca goneral charge" upon the lands of' the decased
the case intelligible, or a prictical guide in iattcrs; iftu- dobtor, prccisoly what we nican in saying that, supposing

rahl deondnt uon ithugl parl oaterasI to Uset very no juagnient to have bcen recordcd against dcceased in luis
point thon decidd-that even if' the case should, happeil to lifotiic,) "Hii statute doos not, cithcr bef'ore, orant, or after
be sustaitied by Uie Court of' Error and Appeal, it liad al- the death of the osvner, charge the debts absolutcly on the
rcady crcatcd and miust stil croate groat confusion of egltlands, so as to affect Uic lands before placing in the sheriff's
principle, doubt and litigation ; and that until that cvcuit hnsteatcmîto i ad o xcto, o

hiappen, a painful sense of inseurity nust exist in the filing a creditor's bill -."-in other words, that Uic creditors
xainds of thosc ivlio liold titles dependeut on the legal have no lion, but a moere riglit to suc, and l'y judginent and
validity of tluat case; while if reverscd, witliout legisiative exocutioli obtaiui sa.tisfaictioni out of tic lands before as Wel
provision fiur the change, consc<1uences of nearly oquul as a-te tu eese of suelh debtor, providcd always such
rnaguitude must follosv; and that therefore it is desirable right lias nlot been disappoitctd (as it is capable of being)
to pass an net to reverse il possible past, prescuît Or future, by sucli lands lhaving beon, even after such dcbtS wcrc con-

actal r ossbledifucltis;- aso hovin wh w tractcd, but before phacing such writs in the shieriff's bands
believe it quite possible to fraîne such a statute. or filing such bill, sold and conveycu by such dobtor while

If the discussion has gone further, and chearcd tlie doubt I :îive, or lus real representative since his dcath. We waive

by proviuîg tlie case clearl«y errouicous, the f.iult(if it l'e one) ail continent on thc legai nature of the riglît or "lcharge,"

is uiot ours, but of thûse wlîo provokcd the discussion; and wlicn considered witlî reforence to the undoul'tcd priuîciplo

we hîardly thîiîuk any lawycr or practical uinan vvlo hlld of law, tliat ail permois arc bousîd to notice the provisions

hland'; 011 suc h a titi0 vilh Il-ive aIl ]lis dujubts rcltuou d, &titi of' a public btstute, and tic muarner iii whuich it affects per-

re,;t eonuplctely satisf'ucd iii his own mnid thîdt aIl is as puer- iosadpoct sd~cac~higt ogtta ti
fertly secure ivitlioûut any stichi statuto l'eing îsassýcd as if' contradictioni in tcrmsss <,sec Tfoni. Law Tiict. tit. - charge")

tise qIucti.)5i werc set :it rest l'y IcýibI.stis c ilî,ctecncc, uslse.s %ou dc'rie the uvords of ticir uiicaiîig l'y defining

suercly becruu-r -" iý told tuc ca-se is iiuudoubtLdhl coIitralr> it to bu, a gcaierail, contingent, de.,tructibhc charge, depon-


