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seems to rest with tho Registrar of the Cuurt, whu besides
filling up his Reports with such matter, afterwads issues the
orders as he plenses and at what price he pleases.
* * * * * * *
* * * * * *

By inserting this communication in your next number you
will add one more to the many obligations under which I, in
cou 1on with vther members of the profession are placed, by
your indepeadent and fearless corduct in the exposure of
abuses, Yours truly, N

Lex.

[ We concur with so much of the remarks of our correspon-
dent as refer to the desirability of having the Chancery Orders
in a convenient volume, edited hy a inember of the profession.
This much of bis letter wo publish. The remainder refiecting
we think ratker too severely upon the conduct of a public
officer, we decline to publish. Speaking for curselves, we
have never known the officer in questis n ty he otherwise than
attentive and ubliging. We take this opportunity of thanking
him for several cupies of thie recent Chancery Orders.]—Enbs.
L. J.

1o the E:litors of the Law Journal.
Beawnvitig,Jan. 27th, 1858,

Sirs,—I am called upon in behalf of the Municipal Council
of the Township of Clinton, to ask a few questions for your
opinion on the fifth and eighth clauses of the Act, 20 Viet.,
cap. 69, which provides for the dispusal of Ruad Allowsnces
in Upper Canada.

1st.—Does the fifth clause of the said Act authorise the
Municipal Councils to convey to the parties the original
allowance on the report of the Surveyor without notice and
publication, as required in the cighth section.

2nd.—Does the eighth clause require the By-law to be pub-
lished befure being passed, or dves it merely require the
notices to be published.

An answer to the furegoing questions would oblige the Mu-
nicipal Council of the Township of Clinton, if you could give
the answers in your February number.

I am Sir, your’s truly,
Rowiey Kiusory,
Township Clerk.

[1st. No new road can be opened in liex of an original
alinwance under the Statute 20 Vic., cap. 69, until the passing
of a by-law “stopping up” the original road allowance.
This is as much necessary where no compensation is to be
paid under see. 5, as where compensation is to be paid under
sec. 4. Every suck by-law must be published as directed by
sec. 8.

[2nd. The By-law, i. e. the whnle By-law is rot of necessity
required to be published, though we advise this course as being
of all uthers the most simple and effective. When itis not
dure, 2 “notice thereof ”’ giving substantially all the informa-
tion which the by-law cuntains must Le published. The
olject is to inform all concerned of what is intended to be
done.—Ebs, L. J.}

1o the Editors of the Laiw Journal,

Messns Epitors,—By the 44th sec. of the 2 Geo. IV. cap. 1,
it is enncted that, ** No atlorney of this Court (Queen’s Benck).
being a merchant or in anywise concerned by parinership, public
or privale, in the purchasing or vending of merchandize, drc. shall
be permilted to practise in the said Court, {¢.” Now, suppose
an atlorney is engaged in manufucluring goods, buying the
raw material and convorting it into articles fur sale, and after-
wards dispesing of these articles by wholesale or'retail,—would
such a case come under the Statute above cited? I am anxi-
ous to know your opinion; I cannot find any case which has
been brought under the notice of the Court similar 1o the one
[ put, and as opportunities often occur in which an attorney
might turn an honest penny in this way, (although I admitit
is decidedly infra diy.) should the statute not interfere with
him, will you favour your pumerous subscribers with your
opinion thercanent?

Your obedient servant,

January 14, 1858, ENQUIRER,

[The clause to which our correspondent refers is repealed by
the recent Statute 20 Vie. cap. 63 ; but is re-enncted by sec.
22 of thas Statute. According to our view of the law the
case of the attorney mentioned by our correspundent comes
within the letter as well as the spirit of theAct. “ Enquirer”
is referred fur further infurmation to our editorial columns.—

[Eps. L. J ]
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Hansox v. Rerce, November 9, 10,
Solicitor— Lien of Solicitor—Set-of.

A cheque i3 deposited in pursuance of an agreement with a
solicitor, to be applied in payment of the amount to be recovered
by bis client, A., in an action against B., the party depositing
the cheque. The action is proceeded with, and judgment entered
up for the amount subsequently ascertained by arbitration to be
due to A. DB. has a cross claim against A., which he is unable
to plead in defence to the action brought agninst him. In pro-
ceedings taken under the bankruptcy of A., which happens sub-
sequently to the award, B. isallowed to prove his debt against
A.'s estate as a set-off.

Ield, that the solicitor with whom the cheque had been de-
posited did not therehy lose his lien for costs, and a bill to recover
from him the whole amount of the cheque was dismissed.

V.C.W.

o
M. R. Kxour v. Bowren, May1,2,4.5,6,
June 8.
Annnity—Memarial—Salicitor's purchase— Champerty—Limitations

-—Notice.

A memorial of an annuity subject to income tax is not defective
for not noticing & proviso in the dee i that any future reduction of
income tax shall enure tn the benefit of the grantor.

An objection to a purchase, as being by a solicitor from his
client, cannot be taken by » third party.

It is not necessarily champerty to buy an encumbrance which
is the subject of o wuit in equity.

Notice that the persons in possession of Iand pay the rents to
some per<on other than the owner, is noticc of the instrument
under which they are 3o paid.



