
hope, ~a want of confidence in our jn'(l_,c%. Our Judgcs jurisdiction or nuthority whntsocver in or laver the County
arc ns fully conipetent cs *hulgcs inilîg:î~ tu deridle ulisuiiited, when a junior County (sc. 18).
c1ucstions of fnet. Buot whefficr or not the judgcs (if our Thîis is tic lnw, and ns far ne it gocs is clear ail .atisfac-
Superior Courts arc ccrtainly n.s conmpetcnt as the Judges tory. Tlio appointuxient of a statf cf officiaIs judiciad and
of Courity Courts. The Legisiatuire linvisig grantcd the municipal for the Coîî%nty or Counties disuîîited is intended.
igi.ht to the latter cannot with nny nppcarancc of consistency But suppose a jiadicini cilieer, conmiisioner fur taking affi.

wvithhold itfrein tue formier. It maybhothiat thalegisintitre davits fur instance, nppointed for a District or Union of
is influenced in innking thc distinction by a de.4ire to save Counities4, upon a dissolution of the Union found to reside
the Judgcs of the Superior Courts fro -ri n iîsîial and flot iii tie Coutity disunitcd, is hîs commission thercby revok-
very pleasant rcsqpoiusibility. If thi.s be .. .notivc let Uic cd ? The question is one of vcry grent iiiiportance, and
right of a suitor te as]. for trial by ti hîdg be fivcn us ns wve shahl procecd te show, rwing to a confliet of autlîority
with limitations. lis Enland sucli a trial cannot be li:d iýs not yet scttlcd.
unlcss the Court, upon a rule to show cause, or a Judge on The difficulty arises hecause of an omission iii the Statuto
a summnons in their or his di4cretion sec fit Io allow the to ennet timat Justice% of the pence and otîxer persons holà.
trial. To this extent nt lcast the Engli.sh systcni i-ilit Le ing any commnission or oilice rcsiding within the County or
safely adoptcd. Ceunities disunited at the time of the separation shahl con-

The Judges of tic Court of Chancery iii Upper Canada lùîîîc te hold the comsi~,office or authority within tic
ofteu without the nid of a jury dctcrmiîîe questions of fact. Couinty or Counities disunit .i, i. c. junior County or Coun.
Can it be said that tic intercstq involvcd iii Chancory nrc tics iîotwitbstauding thc separatiomi. It inay bc that; this
of lesu magnitude tilan those iîivolvcd ini actions at Iaw ? is wlîat the Legislature ineant wrhcn passing 12 Vie., cap.
The faet is tic reverse, and that it is se is uîiiversilly known. 78, but is net whnt tic legisiature lins cxprcsscd.
Now that the power cxists iii Chanccry, and Uic power nad In the Act fornîing Uic County of Prince Edward inte a
the riglit of tic suitor exists in the Division Courts, the separate District, (Il Win. IV., cap ci) passed in ISSi,
withholding it froni Courts of Coiiiimotî Law of Superior tir rsUcncsaypoiini hs rrs- u
Jurisdiction is au nnoial2y as tiresoie to Uic bar as it is Mîajesty's Justices of the peace and other persons holding
injurious te tue suiter-as strange in practice ns it is indicayc- nisino fie r ern afl uhrtfn
feasible iu priuciple. iimo shal! Le resiliny irithin thc said County of Prince

-- Iidward nt the tume the saine shall Le dcclarcd and nanucd,
MUNICIPAL LAWS-DISSOLUTION 0F UNIONS- a separate District as aforesaid, shal! continue to hold,

EFFEOT ON COUNTY OFFICERS. cnjcy and exercise the like commission, office, autherity,

In 1849 the d'vision of Upper Canada into Districts powrer and jurisdictieu 'within that District in Uic saine mn-
for judicial and otlier purpeses vras abolishcd (12 Vie.., uer thiat they previously held enjoycd and exereised within
cap. 78, sec. 2). the Midland District" (sec. 5).

In lieu cf the division by Districts thiat; cf Counties iras The centinuance cf the powrer iras it wili be observedl
estabishcd. Ail officers aund offices at Uic tiuue of the made te rest upon the residenceocf the party within the
passing cf the Act appcrtaining te Districts were declarcd County ut the tinie cf its separation. Su it mas hcld that
te appertain te Ceunities (sec. 3). Justices cf the pence a commissioncr for taking affidavits appoiîîted for the Mid-
and other persons holding commission or office in the Dis- land District, rcsident ivithia tic Cotinty cf Addingtcn
tricts were by the eperation cf Uie Act transfcrrcdl te the 1part cf the ?Iidland District at the time cf the separation cf
Countica substitutedl for the Districts (sec. 37). Certain Princ2 Edward, though entitlcd te admtinister affidavits for
Counties net having the requisite population wore for judi- Frontenac, Lenmnox and Addington, the renuainder cf the
cia! and municipal purposes unitcd (sec. 5) ; subjeet ut District Lad ne right te do se for the Ocunty cf Prince
a future tnie irben having the requisite population te be Ediward (MlcWliirter v. Ccrbctt et al, 4 U. C. C. P. 203).
disunited (sec. 10, et scq.). In cvery union cf Counties Wlicn, however, it mos afterwards nrgued that the cifet
the Couuty in which the Court leuse and Gaol-formerhy cf 12 Vie., cap 78, is the saine ns that cf 1 Win. IV. cap.
the District Court Ileuse and Oaci mere situate, mas dcclared 6,; the argument did net sucecd. The fLets os repcrtcd
te Lce ic "senior County," and the ethuer County or Coun- are, that on 7th August 1843, a commission for taking
tics irhen more than one the "ljunior County i or "lCoun- bail in and for the Gore Districtof which the County of Brant
ties" (sec. 9). Upen the dissolution of a Union betireen formcd a part mas granted te eue George McCartney. The
ConUes in the manner preserihed hy the Act, noue of the Gore District mas divided inte several Counties, cf 'which
Courts or officers cf the senior Couuty as such have any Brant afterwards by separation becanie a distinct munici-
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