
in the conclusion' ci iy learned brother that the excecution
agalntt lands wa-s void bc-auL;e it was not addressed tu a baili!
of the î7th Division Court, and theru was, thierefore, rio nuldla
bona returu by a baili!f of the Court in which the jwlguient
was recovered. [ Jones v. Paxton, 19 A. R. 163, re-
ferred to aud distinguished.]

In frainiug :sec. 230 of R. S. 0. eh. 60, 57 Vict. ch. Z3,
sec. 8, is recast, and the provision as ta the nmiMa bons return
15 at the hvginning instead of 'at the end of the section, and it
is not that a returui shall be mnade by a baili! of the Court in
whiehi the judgnient was reoeebut '4by a baili! in the
Court in which the judgmient wvas rcecovered."

1 have been unable tu find any amending Act autecedlent
to the llevised Statutes making! the change which was mnade
hy substituting -"in" for " of" The change, however, lu niy
opinion, mnade au important alteration lu the law, and wasz
flot the resuit of a slip in the work of revision....

B sue. 107 of the Division Courts Act, where anl execu-
tion is reqluired to bo exevute-d esw rethani ini the division
in which the action is broughit, it waty, in the election of the
psrty, - be direeted ta ho executed by- the baili! of the divi-
sion lu or ne(.ar ta which it le required ta be exceuted, or
by such other balli!f or persaon as the Judge or clerk i-stiing
tiie saine orders."

Theoabject of the provision (sec. 230), 1 take it, ýwas ta
preveut anl e-xecuition against lands heing issued 1111t1il te
goodo of the debtor had been exhausted, or it wasacetie
tbat lie had no goods witlhln the douuty lu whicli the judg-
ment vas recovered, and to prevent the casts of uiineeýSary
proceedings being incurred-au abject which is better at-
tained if the course allowed by sec. 107 is taken than if that of
directing the execution ta thie baili! of the Court lu whlch
the. judgment vas4 recovered is adopted.

It iuay weli ho that it was to ineet this case that thle
.hange wa; nmade lu the course of the revision, and the pro-.
vision as it now stands may weil ho talcex ta) nieau that the
retunm of nulla bonsa inay h nmade b 'y auy. baili! who inay
unider the. Act lawfuly execute' the procesa,, aud that his e

turnis o e de iu the. Court in #ih the judgielt Was
recovered, 'lu n being the equivaleut of ;"into'" or 'ta.ý"

However that ,la b.1), upon the.point in question thie pro-
~vision$ of sec. 230 are not, iu niy opinion. lu Meet the, saine
as those of the repealed Adt the place of whiuh that Section
took, and as respects- transactions, 1niatters, sud things subse4-
queýnt ta the tinie viien the Revised Statultes tfok ei!ect, the
provis;ionF, co»afigud lu thein are ta prevail : GO Vict. ch. 3,
sre, 9). sulb-Rec. 3.


