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COUNTY COURTS, U. C.

In tho County Court of Kssex.—A. Cuewstr, 1'sq, Judge.
Reyxonns v. OrriTT.
Title to land in question—Jurisdiction ousted.

Plaintiff Declared against Defendant, Lessee, for removing and
spoiling & Tenement, &c.,* let to Defendant, and in 2ud count,
for converting the materials of the building to his own use.

1st Plea.—That before removal defendant acquired the freehold
of tenement by purchase.

2nd.—That before removal defendant acquired the seil by purchase
on which the tenement was evectad, and removed sameafter due
notice to plaintiff because it encumbered defendantsland and soil.

3rd.—That the building was not plaintiff’s, as alleged.

Demurrer that defendants first and secoud pleas are bad in sub-
stances stating some matters intended to be argucd—and takes
issue on third plea.

The Court was of opinion that the pleas demurred to having
been pleaded under tho 13 scc., 8 Vie., chap. 13, with the proper
affidavits did under the Gth sec. of the same Act and the 20
S. of Co. C. P, Act, 1866, bLring tho title to the land jn
question, f.e., ‘ That no plea whereby any title to land or to
any thing relating to lands or Tenements (among other things)
shall be brought in question, shall be received by the District
Court without an aflidavit thereto annexed, that such plea,
&e., is not pleaded vexatiously, or for the purpose of excluding
the Court from having jurisdiction, but that the same does contain
matter that the defendant belicves necessary to cnable him to go
into the merits of his case.””—And that the Court was ousted of
its jurisdiction as to the whole case, and could not even hear the
demurrer which brought the soundness of the plea in question.

Mountney v. Collier, 16 L. & Eq. 232, and Mursh v, Dewes, 20
L. & Eq. 356, show the same, and in Lilley v. Harvey, reported
in 11 Law Times, in Q. B., 273, the Court said where there are
apecial pleadings, and the qucstion is raised upon them as to the
title to land ; the Judge can go no farther, and in 7 U.C. Rep. 548,
Trainer v. Holcomb, that when the title to land comes only inciden-
tally in question, the judge must stop.

* The word tenement in general not only includes land but every
modification of right concerning it, to which the law has attributed
8 substantive though invisidle being. It has also a popular meaning
signifying a habitable building with its appurtensnces ; 1 B& C, 630,

TO CORRESPONDENTS.

J. Exstwood.~Your communication Isanswered under titlo 4 Correspondsnee.’,
G, M.—~Will find the information he asks for in Vol. I. of this Journal, p. 181,

H. T.=There are yet somo copiesof Vols. 1 and 2 of this Journal—for sale by
Messra, Maclear & Co., Toronto, our Publishers.

A #J.1°=Tho parties way, we think, lawfully cowpromise.

Junce C., Peactanzore~=Your letter rceived too Jate for this number, will
teceive atteation in our pext.

TO READLERS AND CORRESPONDENTS.

No notics taken of any communication unless accompanied with tho true name
m(::’ nt’l_q:;‘s«s of the Wifter=-uot necessanly for publication, but asa guarantee of
A,
& We do not undertake to return rejected comimunicatione.
Matter for publication should be fu the hauds of the Egitors at Jeast two wecks
prior to the number for which it s futended

4

Fditerial jons should be 1 to ¥ The Rlitors of U Law
Journal, Toronts?

Advertl-emeuts, Rusinest letters, and ications of a Fi ial pature,
u}xould l:'o addressod to « Vewsrs, Maclear « (h., Publishers of the Law Journal,

urentn,

Jetters encloxing mopey should e regidcred;~the words ¢ Moncy Latter”
written on an enveloye are of no avail,

Correspondents giving instructions with referenco to the Law Jovr¥al, should
bocarvful to give e name of thar 19 Office,  When a chantge of address ismade,
the old as well 18 tho new Toat Office should he giten.

FINANCIAT, MATTERS.

Parties in arrenrs for tho Law Jocnxat will pasticularly oblize the Proprictors
Ly remitting the amounts die 20 them immediately.  The aggreputs of the sums
now ontstamling aud unpaid it very large. and while the pompt payment of &
sunall debt beofany t 10 the Indiridual, delay at this time very
acriously affectc the Pruprictars of the Jourial.  We cxpest, therefure, that our
fricnds will jay pvapd atlention to this natice.
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PUBLISHERS* NOTICE.

Mxn. TioMas, of our Establishment, purports making a tour in
the Western portions of the Upper Province during the present wmonth,
and will take the opportunity thus ufforded of soliciting subscriptions,
and making collections, for this Journal.

TERMS AND ADVERTISING CHARGES.

The Terms ave 20s. per annum, if paid before 1st of March in
cach year; 26s, if paid after that period.
The Advertising Charges are:—

Card for one year, not exccodlng four lints..cowecsrsecssesssnes. £1 0 0
One Column (80 lincs) per iwsue. 100
Half a Column (30 lines) per issue. 012 ¢
Quarter Column (20 lines) per issue 0760
Eighth of s Columa (10 }ines), 050

NOTICE.

The Urrgn Casana Law Journar, when mailed from the Office
of the Publishers, is not liable to postage.
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THE EXPENSES OF TIIE ADMINISTRATION OF
JUSTICE IN CRIMINAL MATTERS.

The Municipalitics and their Rights in the DPremiscs.

Previous to the year 1846, the expenses of the
administration of criminal justice in Upper Canada
were paid by local taxation, while in Lower Canada
they were paid out of the public funds of the Pro-
vince. A state of things so strangely anomalous, and
at the same time so unjust towards Upper Carada,
could not fail to engage public attention. Under any
circumstances the General Funds of the country ought
to bear all the expenses of the cstablishment of
Courts of Justice, and the costs incurred in the
prevention and punishment of crime. Every indivi-
dual in the community, is cntitled to the protection
of the law against criminal wrong—all localitics are
alike interested in this particular, and none should
be required to pay by local taxation for the requisite
legal machinery. The fact of this principle being
maintained as respected Lower Canada, and ignored
as respected Upper Canada, was recognized as a
special ground of injustice. Why, it was asked,
should sheriffs, clerks, constables, &c. be paid in the
several countics in Upper Canada by local taxation,
while in Lower Canada the people are freed from tax-
ation, and the public fund supplies the money to pay
such officers. The suhject we say engaged publie



