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pal (Lord Reading, ('.J., and Eady, L.J., and Bray, J.), on
iippeal f rom a Dîvisional Court, decide that a Rule of the Crown
office limiting the time within whîch a writ of certiorari may
issue, is not binding on the Crown and bas no application where
the writ is applied for on the fiat of the Attorney-General. The
time limit laid down by Ont. Rule 1285 (se Holmested's Jud.
Art, p. 141 ), and by the Ont. Jud. Act, s. 63 (7) (a) would there-
fore appear, on the authority of this case not to apply to appli-
cations made by the Attorney-General assuming that he may,
and does proceed, under those provisions.

CONTRACT-ILLEGALITY-FRAIlUD ON BANKRU7TCY LAWS-AGREE-
MENT WHEREBY CREDITOR iS TO GET PART 0F TRUSTEE ' S
REMUNERATION.

Farniers' Mart v. Milne (1915) A.C. 106. This, though an
appeal f romn a Scotch Court, neverthelcss deals with a question
in which Scotch and Engiish law are similar. The plaint iffs
were a firmn of land agents, ond they agreed with their own mana-
ger that he should undertake trusteeships in hankruptcy out the
terms that his remuneration as such trustee slîould be pooled
wîthi the receipts of the firm for any business donc by the firm
for any -uch estate of which lie should become trustee, and that

the net proceeds, after (Ie(inting any debt (lue 1w sucbi estate
to the firm, shouid bu divided in certain sperific proportions he-
tween thie firm and the manager. The I-buse of Lords (Lords
Dunedin, Atkinson and Shaw) beld that this ivas an attempt on
the part of the plaintiffs to eke out the (livi(lends payable to
thien as cre(litors ont of sncb estates lw sh.aring in tlie trtls-tees'
remiunc(rationi, and1 thiat sncbi a transaction wis .a fraiid on the
l)ankrnl)tev iaws, whîich ainued at an equal distribution amnong
ail creditors, and was, therefore, illegai ani consequeitly flot
enforceabie.

LOCAL GOVERNMNT- DWEýLLING-HOI'SF UN FIT F011 HABITATION-

('îOSING O:uER-'ROCEDUIW-MGHT 0F OWNER TO BE

OI1ALLY HFAIID-IZICIHT OF OWNER TO 1INSPFCT INSPECTOR'S

REP'ORT-" NATU RAI, JUI"'CE."

Loc471 (h)VCTflmCfl Board v. Arlidge (1915) A.('. 120. Thiis case,
tliougli turning on the prov'isions of an Englisli statute conferring

i)owers on local anthorities to inspect andi order the ciosing of

p)rCmises found unfit for hnînaa habitu.tion, is drserving of notice

hiere. The Act autliorised the local authority to make a closing

order, ani pro.Tided that an appeal might, be la.d from such order


