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PREYACEK.

e

Wiew [ wrote the annofation to the Genersl Division Courts Act I did
not anticipato the passsge so soon of an Act in amwendment of Division
Court law of such length or importanes as the Act of 1880 proved to ba.
After examining ita many provieinne, snd eonsidering the increnssd juris-
distion eonferred by ib—its alterations in many seapacts of the principles
of ‘practice ea formerly nnderetocd, and ite new [estures in regard to
jurisdietion—I came to the conolusion that an enneotation of the new Aot
wik aa noocesary as of the fornor Ftattts, Ansxamination of the Act itaelf,
a tobsideration of the seops and obiect of many of ite provisicns—widen-
ing, a8 it does, very msterially the bssis of Division Court jurisdiction,
extending the saufhority of the Uourts, and giving them an importamnce
not before Enown—rendered necesdary a much fuller roview of the law
bearing upon fhe Statute than was st firat eoppoaed, The most use-
ful and faithfnl discussion of legal questions ip by the lght of judicial
authority. I have imvoked that aid as the traest and best exposition of
thoss parts of onr law which thig Aot pressnts. Where questione wero
sugmested which did not upon research sppear te bo mettled by judicial
desigion, I have doubtingly hazarded an opivion of suggested & doubt as
a waning to the unwary, The rangs of suthority which was found
neoesaary to comaider will he found somewhst extemsive @ but, with an
anxious desire to elucidate s fully ns posdible the differont quesfions
which fthe Act presented by the aid of decision, many ceses will, mo
donbt, still he found to be omitted, In the forms which are given it ia
hopod that some assistanoce in the practical werkiug of the Act will be
found in thess pages, and thercby that sone Hme and labour may be
gaved to those setively engaged in Division Court work,

There is no doubt but that oany errore, omiseions and mistales will ba
digcovered ; snd for such I bespeak ths landly indulgence and forbost.
ance of the reader, pleading us my exeuge an earnest desire to be accurate,
and that hasbe which the sane of some work of this nature appeared to
me po urgently to Tequire.

1 have again to aclnowledge the invalunble essistones thet I have
received in this work frova Mr. Wade, of whose services I cannob speak
in torms of too high commendation, T have also to thank Mr. F. J.
Gibeon, of Hamilton, for the oareful index of oasos which ho hes mada
for this beok, and which, it is hoped, will be found of prectiesl servies,

J, 8. BINCLAIR.
. Hamicrox, May, 1550,
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