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would then have no longer operated as liens on the lands, and
go the foundation of their suits destroyed.

I submit then, that the coostruction of this act is,—First,
that after the last of August, 1861, the registrativns of judg-
ments, rules, ordera, or decrees, for the payment of money,
of any court of Upper Canada, shall no longer create liens, or
charges upon }ands, or any interest therein; and that those
which kave been and which shall have been registered, will
then cease to operate as liens, &c., excepting those upon which
bills had been filed, and the suits had been pending on or be-
fore the 18th May, 1861—these will continue to operate as if
this act had not Leen passed.

Secomdly—That after the snid last of August, writs against
lands which have issued and which shall have issued before
the lst September, 1861, and which shall be fuunded oo judg:
ments which have been registered befure the passing of this
act, shall have priority according to the priority of the regis-
trations of the judgments on which they have or shall have
issued respectively.

This is the rendering, as I conceive it, of the last three sec-
tions of the act—last three as they are now divided in the
published statute.

The rest of the act of course requires no comment to eluci-

date its meaning.
Juxies, Juxior.
Toronto, August 3, 1801.

[Ta thc article to which our correspondent refers, we did not
pretend critically to analyze the act. OQur olject was to make
an sorouacement of its existence, and in general terms to
state what we thought of it. It is quite passible that the con-
struction of the act in some of the points to which we directed

attention is free from doubt in the mind of our able and

paius-taking correspundent, but it is, to say the least of it, a
little singular that maoy felt doubts where vur correspondent
sees none.—Eps. L. J.]

Rights of accused on a charge of felony before a Mugistrate.

To tae Epitors or tar Law Jotrxat.

Dzar Sixs,—There is a point of our criwniual law on which
there seems to be some difference among the magistracy, both
in opinion and practice.

Itis, whether at a preliminary cxamination before magis-
trates, on a charge of feluuy, the accused has a legal right to
euter fully into bis defence, and pruduce asd examine his
witnesses, either to disprove the charge in o, or deprive it
of a felunivus character.

I sce the Pulice magistrate in Turonto—the Hogan case for
example,—alluws the accused this privilege ; our J. P.’s re-
fuse it.

Mow, is it cither aright or a privilege, optional with the Jus-
tices, to graut or refuse? And if wot a right, onght nut and
will not ity refusal very frequenty impuse great bardship
and inconvenience?

Where the prucceding is summary, the right is indisputa-
ble ; if otherwise in cases of feluny, as in the case cited, by
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what aunthority does the DPulice magistrate allow it to those
brought befure him?

Can it be justly called an examination where only one side,
and not necessarily all of that, ta heard?

Please give yuur opinion, zud vblige

Yours trulg, InquiRer.

[1. The depositions an the part of a prosecution for felony
having Leen all taken, the magistrate should consider whether
they contain such a strong prima fucic case of guilt against
the prisoner as to warrant Lis sending the case to a jury.

2. I the magistrate considers the evidence suffiviently
strong against the prisoner to call upon him for his defence,
be should ask him what he has to say in answer to the charge
made against him, and if he is willing to make any statemeunt
it is the duty of the magistrate after giving the vsual cautivn,
to receive it.

3. If the prisoner, afier having heen duly cautioned, either
on his own motion or in reply to fair and open questions put
t0 him from the bench, should think proper to make any state-
ment, it is the duty of the magistrate to allow him to du so.

4. If the prisoner he desirous of calling witnesses fur his
defence at this stage of the proceedings, (which it is impru-
dent for him to do unless he has strong grounds for belief
that he can satisfy the magistrate of his innocence, and thus
procure his discharge, or at all events an admission to bail,)
he is at liberty to call as many witnesses as he pleases, and
they must Le sworn and examined, and their examinations
taken duwn in writing in the same manner as thase for the
prosecution. (See Stoue’s Petty Sessions, 6 Eln. 271, -2, -4,
-6.)—Evs. L. J.]

REVIEWS.

A Srstex or CoNvEYaNCING ; comprISING TRE PriNciPiIES,
Forus ano Laws, waicy RecrLaTE THE TRANSFER 0F Pro-
rERTY IN CanaDa.  Edited hy J. Webster Hlancock, LL.B.,
B wrrister-at-Law, Berlin, C. W. Published by L. Stebbens,
1861.

This is by far the best work on conveyancing ever issued
in Canada. We have hiad several wurka of the kind, but noue
manifesting so much ability and industry as this volume.

It is not a mere buok of furms. It comprises, as indicated
on the title page, not only furms, but ** the principles” and
** laws’" of conveyancing in this pruvince,

Truly does the Editor, in his preface, remark that * the
voluminous and costly works of the great English convey-
ancers contwia little that is needed in ovdinary practice un
this coantinent.” ‘I he conveyancing furms of Euglard are in
peneral quite unsuited to the circumstances of this colony.
Simplici'y not complexity, is the rule of conveyancing in
Canada. Keal estate here, compared with real estate in Great
Britain, ia of little value, and changes hauds much mure
trequently here than there. Titles here are simple ; and owing
w our adwirable system of universal registrativa, the state of
a title i3 usually easy of access.

The danger however with us is that the very simplicity of
our conveyancing furms may lead to looseness of s:yle and
incoherency of atatement. MNothing is better as a preventive
i than a relable book of furms adapted to our want.  The book
i before us uppears to be exactly that which is necded.




