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made. The manifest design and tendency of which
is te make substantial justice paramount te merely
tcchnical Rules, to the frec administration of unne-
cessary shackles la attaining ils end by the speedicst
and simplest means.

What may bo called the Court of thc humble
suitor, lte County Courts, and the Supcrior Courts
have been improved, pari passu; the country 1>rac-
titioner will nowv find in the Local Courts a practice
similar tethat, of flice Courts at Osgoodc Hall. The
embarrassing distinction bet-ween the practice of
these tribunals, inferior and superior, no longer
prevails; and the Judges of the Inferior Courts
wiil be, therefore, grcatly aided in the diseharge
of their duties by the English decîsions and those
in our own Superior Courts, wvhich wvou1d flot
have bccn the case had flice County Courts bccn
ncglcctcd: uniformity of procedure cornes next in
value 10 simplicîty; uxpedition i8 the necessary
resuit of the lattcr.

It is not to bu expccted that mensures of sncb
magnitude should be perfect; nor can the Statutes
before us dlaimt exemption front the general rule.
We notice some few points where the intention is
flot quite clear-some things unprovided for, some
slight errors, and one or t-%vo apparent contradic-
tions, but nothing very important: and il also
occurs to us that in some particulars additions,
perhaps, mighit be'advantageously made.

"lQuestions of construction," (says Mr. R. A.
Harrison, ini his prospectus of a work on ihiese Acts
now in the hands of the publisher) "lare the sure,
result of ever effort to apply general enactrments
10 particular cases; lîght, therefore, -%vierever Iight
can beobtained, isdcesirabie."1 The rcmarkisvery
truc-and adopting- it, wvith the consideration refer-
rcd to, in vicwv, il sems desira ble that questions of
diffieulty or matter of a doubiful rneaniîng, arisigl
cout of the Acts, should bc canvassed ; and that any
one wvho can do so, should lcnd his aid 10 resolve,
as w%%cll as endeavor in cvery way to elucidate the
provisions of te new iaw.

The columns of the Law Journal, thec oniy legal
periodicail in Upper Canada, scenm the appropriate
place for sucit discus2sions, so dmîn ail may parti-
cipate in the bt'nefitsI bc be lrived front an carly
exammnation. WVe will lend oui own aid, and weo

invite the co-operation of professional men. Doubt-
less Mr. Harrison's work wiIl be of great utility in
this respect, and we anxiously look for it as a
work indispenlable to the Practitioner; but his
will bc but onè mind brought to bear on the sui-
ject, and in that practical shape too, where, of
neccssity, brevity is required, and prolonged critical
discussions would be out of place.

IlLighl," wve repeat, Ilwherever light can bc
obtained, is desirable."1

THE ENLARGED JURISDICTION IN THE COUNTY
COURTS.

By the 2Oth section of the County Courts Proce-
dure Act, 1850, the ordinary jurisdiction of the
Court is considerably enlarged. We copy the
section--

"9And whereas it is expiedient tu, eniarge and more clearly
define lte jurisdiction of the several County Courts in Upper
Canada-lt is enacted, Tirat for and notwithstanding any-
thintz contained in the first section of an Act of Parliament
of t1ls Province, passea in lte thirteenth and fourteenth years
of lier Majcsty's Rcign, intituled, An Act Io amend and aller
the Acts regudating lte practice of lte Couu4* Courts is

Uje Cnaa i anI exiend he juriodidti. teef, or any
otII Act the Parliainent of thii Province, lb. sùCounty
Courts respectively sai) hoid plea of ail personal actions
where the debt or damages claimned is flot more ttan, flfty
pounds, ani of ail causes or suita relatinoe to debt, covenant
or contrant where the amount is liquidatea or ascertained by
the act of the parties or the signature of the defendant, to
one hundred pounds; Provided always, tiat the sad County
Courts shail not have cognizance ef any action whero the
titie Io land shall bc brought in question, or in which, the
vaiidity of any devise, bequest or limitation under an y wiil
or seulement mnay be dasputed, or for any libel or alandr or
for criminal, conversation or for seatin'

This is a cicar and intelligible enaciment. The
professed object is twofold: first, te eWsarge; sec-
ond) te wtore cléarly defsne the jurisdiction.

The Act of 1850 gave the Courts jurisdîction to,
hold plea of causes relatîng to debl, covenant or con-
tract, 10 £50; in cases of debt or eo>tract, wisere thse

*aniouni was ascertained by lte signature cf the defen-
dant, tu £100 ; and in case of tort to personal chat-
tels, Io £25. Tihis definition cf the subject tnatter
of jurisdiction excluded many cases net coming
%vithin the ecnical terms cf the enaciment, thougit
obviously cf lcss importance in their nature titan the
subjects iitcrllq covcrcd. The object cf a limit
Iot jurisdiction is to %vithdraw from the Inferior Tri-
bunals cases, wvith which they are net competent to
*dcal ; but the juriediction referred le, recognized no
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