Svar. &7 | JURISDICTION.- 7347

too T e -0 RPN
. e [N N

’ ¥152. R jfune 30. . . JANDERSON; agazmt MAGIS’;‘RATES of Renﬁew.

. Tue.Court sustained its_jurisdiction in complamts agamst Magmtrates for
mxsmanagement of the burgh revenue.
FoI Dic. v. 3 P 341. Fac. Col.. -

o ™ * Thls case 15 No 33 p 253g fvoz’é COMMUNITY.
*X In Conformlty with this- Judgment were® decided” the' cases; Dean against:
Magistrates'of"erihe”No 23: p.2522; voce CommuniTy; and Merchant Com-

pany against Maglstratcs of Edmburgh qth August 1765, No 2. p 5750

voce Hosprtar.

IN a case which had occurred in 1748 the competency of the Court of. Ex-v ‘

chiequer to actions of this'kind was contended for, in-opposition to’ that ‘of the
Court of Sesston. Tur Lorps, however, sustained. their own jurisdiction.—
And a similar question:being. tried in: 1784; irr the: Court of Exchequer; in the
ease of certain. Burgesses:of Dunbarton against their Maglstrates, that Courg

found that, as now constituted, they had ne power to:take cognizance-of the-

pubhc accounts.of. burgh.revenues. See No-g4, p.. 7360,
Evl. Dic. v. 3. p 34T

- e y .‘A-a. '

1754, Marcb  (o¥ GEORGE BUCHANAN-*'agaimt Jasies Towarr.-

GEORGE DBucHANAN ptoprietor of the woods of- Auchmdmmn, preferred a
complaint to the ]usuces of Peace of Dumbartonshire, on the: 18th: act azno
1st Geo. I entituled, ¢ An aet to-encoarage the pldmmg of timier-trees, &e,

¢ and for the better preservation of the same,’ against James Towart, for cut: '

ting and stealing certain‘trees from the Wdocs of Auchindinna, .

The ]ustices ordained Fowart to be four r{nopths 1mp isoned, and four times
whlpped in termis of the statute.. He offered. a: bill- of suspension and- lxbera.
tion, which was taken to report to the VX{ wle Lords. .

The abjeetwn made to the passmg of rhe bl was, That as, “in. the: statute
in question, ¢ the justxccs of, Peace are. authoused to heax, and- ﬁm]ly deter-
¢« mine and adjudge,’ all offences agamst the same ; the determmatlon of the
Justices was here final;; and the Court of S‘essxon could rot review thexr SR
tence.

To which it was answered for Towart ;. In the ]ﬁnguage of statutes, “w ﬁnally
determlpe” does not import that the determmatxon shall be final ;.

For, ,wherever a statute intends the determmatxon of a. court to: be ﬁnal, 1t
B§ES 30, gxnxessmn of its intention much more e}iact and cap,uus than is ton-
tained in these words, * ﬁnally determine.’”’
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