February, 1868.]

Hurcn and Bruce, ¢ “ 4,518 04
Kent, i“ “ “ 1,910 73
Lambton,  “ “ “ 3,228 48
Lanark and Renfrew, «“ 3,604 19
Lemm‘z&Addumt(m “ “ 2,243 96
Lincoln, “ « “« 3,985 74
Leeds and Grenville, “ 3,780 38
Middlesex, « « « 8,362 64
Norfolk, “ “ “ 367 65
Northumberland, « w 4,688 b4
Ontario, “ “ b 2,402 27
Oxford, « “ o 3,242 13
Perth, “ ¢ o 3,458 8p
Pctuboro’, <« ‘- “* 1,081 75
Prescott and Rusaell; «“ 936 54
Prince Bdward, : “ 1,431 19
Simene, « “ Dec, 1885., 3,209 43
Btormont, Dundas ) p .
& Gknwary Y 4,438 79
Toronto, u “  Dec. 1865 &
bllml(l(, for Dec. sessions, 1864.., .. 6,868 64
Vietoria, from June, 1865, to Marc‘n 66 2,189 49
Waterloo, from bept < 3,524 98
Welland, from June “« 3,410 00
\Vehmpton “ « o 3,191 38
w\‘Kentworl,h, ¢ “« o« 5,706 25
York and Peel, “  Dec. 1865.: 3,350 25
“ March Sessions, 1866 1,312 09
Total. ..oivn i, $128,646 89

For example, we have ssen that tho total
yield of stamps in the County of Essex was
$292 €0, whilst the amount paid to the Treas-
urer of that county for the expenses of criminal
Jjustice, was $2,907 86. Compare these figures
with the relative returns for the County of
Kent, which shew $1,046 52, from stamps, and
$1,910 78, for criminal justice. Again, com-
pare Blgin with $788 from stamps, and about
$5,000 for criminal justice, with the relative
figures of §1,844 26 and $1,081 75, from the
County of Peterboro’, where the proportion is
reversed.

The administration of justice in Lower
Canada for 1866 is given at a total of
$398,594 19, and therefore considerably ex-
ceed that of Upper Canads, which, as we have
seen was $340,969 80 for the same period.

We might perhaps be sllowed to exercise
the birthright of every true Englishman
namely, and grumble at this disproportion,
particularly as some of the iteme which swell
the larger amount are made up of sums which
with us would be paid by municipal corpora-
tions, &c., and appear in another place. We
may at least, however, hug ourselves with the
idea, that we get at least as good worth for
our money as our brethren to the east of the
Ottawa.

On looking at the “ Year Book,” for 1868,
we find that the “Judiciary Expenses” in
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Nova Scotia, for the year 1868, are set down
at $6,180; and the * Administration of Jug-
tice” in New Brunswick, at $22,888. Now as
the ordinary expenditure of the four provinces
were, for the year preceding their union,
Ontario - and  Quebec, $11.957,053 ; Nova
Scotia, $1, 920,434 ; and New Brunswick,
$1,349,701, it would seem preity clear that
the figures which would at first sight appear
to shew the relative expenses attendant upen
the administration of justice in the four pro-
vinces, do not in themselves give a correct idea
of the comparative amounts; and it is probable-
thatin Nova Scotia at least, items which in the
other provinces are placed under this head,
are there included under some other general
heading ; but not having the details i{rom
Nova bcotxd, and New Brunswick before us,
we cannot gpeak at all definitely on this part
of the subject. It may beseen, however, from
a statement published on the 4th of this month
for the use of the Legislature, of the revenue
and expenditure of the Provinces from the 1st
July to 30th November last, that these ex-
penses are nearly the same in Nova Scotia and
New Bronswick for that period, namely,
$5,002 51 and $5,192 00 respectively.

The expeﬁses connected with the codifica--
tion of the laws of the Lower Canada were,
$31,222 87—the printing and distribution of
the statutes came to $18,703 78; whilst the
total ¢ Expenses of the Legislature,” in which
are included the above items and all expenses
of both Houses, and other frems for election
expenses, &c., amount to within $86 of the
total amount paid for the administration of’
Jjustice in Lower Canada, being $398,508 94,

CED

ACTION FOR DIVIDENDS,

‘We draw attention to a late decision under
the Insolvent Act, by His Honor Judge
Maedonald, of Wellington. It is a subject
with which he is familiar, and heisthoroughly
competent to express an opinion upon it and
the point is in itself interesting and imper-
tant.

An action was brought by a creditor against
the assignee of the insolvent for a dividend on
a claim which had been collocated by the
assignee and advertised, but unobjected to by
any one. It was objected that the assignee
could not be sued for a dividend, but the
learned judge held that the-action could be
maintained.



