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Commitment, under 82 & 83 Vie. ch. 31 sec. 75,
is discretionary, not compulsory, upon & jus-
tice of the peace, aund the Court will therefore,
on this ground, as well as upon the ground that
the party sought to be committed has ndt been
Wade a party to the application, refuse a man-
Umus, if this be the proper remedy, which, in
this cases, it was held not to be, but that the
&pplication should have been under C. 8. U. C.
¢h. 126, sec &.
. Quare, whether an order of the Sessions,
8imply ordering costs of an appesl to be paid,
Without directing to whom they are to be paid,
., under sec. 74 of the above Act, is regular.
;I" re Delaney v. MacNabb, 21 U. C. C. P.
63.

By-Law — HucksTERs, ETC.—A by-law of a
Wunicipal corporation, purporting to be passed
Ynder 29 & 80 Vie. ch. 52, sec. 296, sub-secs.
11 and 12, and 81 Vie. ch. 80, sec. 32 (Out.)
Prohibiting any huckster, butcher, or runmer,

om buying or contracting for any kind of fresh
Weat or provisions on the roads, streets, or any
Place within the town on any day before the

our of 9 o'clock, a.m., between 1lst April and

Ovember, or before 10 a.m. during the remain-

©F of the year, was held bad, and ordered to be
Qashed, — Wilson v. The Corporation of the Town
% 8t. Catharines, 21 U. C. C. P. 462.

Taxes—DisteEss—TRESPASS.—One N. 8., the
Plaintif"s son, was assessed in 1868 as a free-
holder, for $460 on real estate and $200 on
Personal property, and was on the collector’s
Toll fop county rate $9.95, school $7.02, town-
%hip rate $2.60, and dog tax $2—in all $21.87.

he rate did not appear on the collector’s roll,
3nd the collector was not aware how much was
OF real and how much for persomal property.

® demanded the taxes from the plaintiff, to
om N. 8, had made an assignment in August,
8, and the plaintiff offered to pay bim the tax

90 the real estate only, but he tendered no money
tnd required a receipt in full for the real pro-
®rty. The defendant thereupon seized on the

Premises goods which had belonged to N. S., and
" ® plaintiff brought trespass.

Held, that he could not recover, for it was not
®Wn, and the Court would not assume, that
Y part of the amount seized for was for per-
nal Property, except the $2 dog tax; and this
o being severable, and the other sums not
n:tde}'?d, his seizing for it with the rest would
Vitiate the whole distress.
eld, also that a demand upon the plaintiff
“B‘“sﬂicient.-.l. L. Squire v. Mooney, 30 ¥. C.
. 681,

Division Courts.—Held, following Jones v.
v. Williams, 4 H. & N. 706, that under the
Division Courts Act, C. 8. U. C. ch. 19 sec. 175,
the Court has no power to stay proceedings in
an action brought after the adjudication by the
County Court J udge.-—Schamchom v. Traske, 80
U. C. Q. B. 543

VaaraNT Acr—ForM oF CONVICTION UNDER—
CxRrTIORARI —A conviction under 32-33 Vie. ch.
28, D., for that V. L., was in the nizht time of
the 24th February, 1870, a common prostitute,
wandering in the public streets of the City of
Ottawa, and not giving & satisfactory account of
herself, contrary to this statute: Held, bad, for
not shewing sufficiently that she was asked,
before, or at the time of being taken, to give an
oD account of herself, and did not do so satisfac-
torily.

Semble, proceedings baving been taken under
29-80 Vie. ¢h. 45, D., that the evidence might
belooked at ; and if so it was plainly insufficient,
in ot shewing that the place in which she was
found was within the statute, or that she was 8
common prostitute. .

The conviction having been brought up by
certiorari, when, under the 32 & 83 Vie. oh. 81,

- D., 00 such writ could issub—Per Rickards, C.J.,

and Morrison, C. J., it could not be quasked, bat
the Court could only discharge the defendsnt.
Semble, Per Wilson, J., that being before the
Court it might be quashed.—Regina v. Levecque,
30 U. C. Q. B, 509.

PromBirony. Liquok Law.—Held, that the
municipal eouncil of a village, incorporated in
and separated from s township, in which before
and at'the time of said incorporation a by-law
existed prohibiting the ssle of intoxicating
liquors in shops and places other than houses
of Public entertainment within said township,
could not, by a by-law not submitted for .the
8pPToval of the electors of the village corporation,
repeal the prohibiting by-law so far as it affected
the village municipality, but that the by-laWw
must be pagsed upon by the electors .nnder 82
Vic. ch. 82, gec. 10 (Ont.)—Inre Cunningham v.
the Cofporation of the Village of Almonte, 80 U.
C.C.P., 459,

————

80HooL SgorIoNs—BOUNDARIES OF —CONSTRUG-
10N oF By-Law—Mar.—The question being
whether the plaintiff’s lot, 28 in the 8th (.Jonces-
gion of Thurlow, Was8 within school secu?n 16,
s by-law defining the limits of sections in the
Township was proved, which declared the ‘sec-
tion to be composed, among other lots, of ¢ 50
acres of the east side of lot No. 16, all.of No. 17,
8. 4 of No. 18, all of 19, 20, 21, 22, 28, and 24,



