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rnoney-brokers, wbo pursue inexperienced
youths, just setting out in life, with offers of
4tconfidential assistance," entangle them in
their meshes and fatten on the spoil. IlWhy,"
asks the guardian, Ilshould there not be a law
to make ail interest beyond a certain rate icl-
gai and irrecoverable."

The reason is simple enough. Up to a
comparatively recent date there was such a
law, the continuation of a series running back
to the middle ages. It was repealed simply
because it was found te do harin instead of
good. 0f late years judge after judge bas
censured the impolicy of attempting to h'edge
]round the extravagent or improvident with
such paternal restrictions. Equity wilI stili
relieve against transactions whose grosanesa
brings them within the limits of fraud, and as
the guardian is probably aware, bis warda,
while infants, are protected by their own
disability te enter into a binding contract;
beyond this tbe law dees net relieve anyone
from, any bad bargain bie may be foolish
enougb te make with his eyes open. in truth
noe laws can or could give a complete protec-
tion te Young men bent on folly and extrava-
gance (unless tbey could save themn from
themselves), and any attempt te do se bas
Inerely this resuit, that it encourages extrava-
gance by deluding its objecta with tbe idea
that tbey can botb eat their cake and have kt,
And sets the barpies wbo prey on tbem adjuat-
Ing their rates te meet an additional risk.
The guardian cornplains of a "6black gap be-
tween law and justice." In niany directions
there is such a gap, but in this particular
Iflatter the gap complained ef is nothing more
than the mere inevitably interval by wbich in
a sinful world, Illaw" falis short, and must
e'Ver fail short, of natural equity. If my
lieigbbour attacks me at my garden gate
With a big stick, or persista in coming inte
tny garden and tranîpling on xny flower-
bedsi the law givea me a remedy; but there
are a thousand petty discourtesies and an-
noyances at bis command by wbich bie can1liflict upon me an equssi amount of dis-
comfort witbout being amenable te any law;
afld yet, if a patornal legisiature were te
4-ttempt a% appleximation at a complete
protection ef each of us frein the other, the
'Iterference would be tinbearable, and the
refl.nedy far worse thaîî the cvii. The gap
!Poken ef by thse "lG uardian of Two Wards,"
18 one wbich àt is beyond the province ef la'w
tO bridtre over : it is an attribute of law that it
fihal] e'er be bounded by sucis gaps, and this
Particular gap is net hait s0 biack as bie painta
't, H1e wiil de weil, therefore, to lay aside bis
Palette and coloura, and try whether, by sur-
I"Ounding- bis two wards with whoiesome and
1lIaniy influences, he cannot render themn
etltirely superier te the wiles et thse "ldepre-
d8ators"~ of whom hie compiains. By se doing

leWiil afford them a protection better tban al

nie any iaws wbich ever existed.-Solieitora'Ournal and Reporter.

MAGISTRÂTES, M UNICIPAL,
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NOTES 0F NEW DECISIONS AND LEADING
CASES.

AOSIOMMENqT-..INSOLvENT ACT- OF 1864, site. 8
-0. S. U. C. OR. 26, szc. 18 -A.debtor being

in diffcuities, assigned ail bis property te a
creditor, Who agreed te pay a composition ef 40
cents ini thse dollar witbin a year. This had been
paiti, eXcept te defendant, Who retused te sccept
it, aud issueti execution On an interpicader
between the assignce and defendant te try the
titie te thse goode assigneti, the jury having found
thse transaction bona jide.

-Heldi, amfrming the judgment ef the County
Coure~, that snob assigliment was flot avoided4by
thse Ifl5elvent Act, sec. 8, fnr that statute appl ies
eniy wbe-e prooeedings are taken, and as against
a person elaiming, under it.

.ffeld, aise, tisat the assignaient was net iii-
Tslid isnder Consol. Stat. U. C. eh. 26, sec. 18.
.-Sguire v. Watt, 29 UI. C. Q. B3. 828.

I""OLVaCNCy - CON DITIONAL D)ISCHAEOGE-PRIC-
IFigeNTIAL PATMKP<.-Upon appeal it appeured
that thse assignment .. s made on the lOîh June,
1868; that on the l5tb April previeus, the !insoi-
,vea&s bad paid te their father twe promissory
notes, made by them in Juiy and August, 1867,
at three menths, for $934-. The father in his
examiflatien swore that these notes wete given
by tbe insolvents for their respective private
debta boisa fide due te hum for money lent and
psid, andi for their bo'srd between 1863 and
1866; and that he had ne knewiedge of their
business until thse 27th April, 1868, when he was
asked hY eue et thein for an advance et $2,OOOp
wbiOh he refused, net being satisfied with the
gtstemeDt ef their affairs thon produced to hum.
Ilis statement was confirmeti by the insolvents.
Thse learned county court judge Upon this evi-
dence decideti that thse paysneuts te thse father
were preferential, and ho made the discisarge of
thse ifiSolvents within three years conditional
upoil their payment et the iamount se paiti.
TJpo" appeal :

0614, 1- That the evidence coulti net be as-
5 09 ,ed te be untrue, and that thse paymlents
therefore could net be treateti as preferentitil.
2. That if this were otherwise, thse order could
net lie upheld, for tise statute oniy authorises
conditions within the power ef thse insOivents te
oiply witb -lis re George Il. WaUw - hale
if. Wallie, 29 15. C. Q. B3. 313.

FaNCE VrEag-.DEFgCTsVu AWABP uv-J USTI-
FICiATION UN )ER-PILEADI.ç-The plantiff andi
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