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LAM' SOCîE1v-S "[C'IONS.

WheSecretary suhmiitted the list of solicitors

U )hletaken (out thieir annual certificates pur-
M r. eC standing order.

Pr OSS, seconded by Mr. Smith, inoved
tdýuIt to noti-e---Tlhat the Secretary be direct-

du.0'ra%, the attention of the Judges and
tice or u es of the County Courts to the prac-

ap. 8n ecthe D6 iv ision Courts' Act, 43 Vict.
gentslct 6 of allowing counisel fées to

il b niot being 1)arristers or solictors, appear-
an tefore the Ju(Iges in Division Court causes,
such epreserit to them that the allowance of

iefberes t() such agents is very injurious to
%9side r of the profession, and to request their

Sirable aio ofte question wvhether it is de-.

be.reti(n teY should in any case exercise the
~Ing ba > es ted in them in favour of agents not
7't aristers or- solîcitors.
Mr 'niotion was carried.
O11-. th )ead C. seconded by Mr. Moss, Q.C.,

in C f~at-?The Benchers of the Law Society
ke ')n(catiçon in affectionate remembrance of

tantth Mackenzie, Esq., Q.C., who, before his

coUntymet to the position of Judge of the
lû th.~ Y York, was fo>r several years Bencher
ofC cS Scity, paeon record on the minutes
of reglvOCation this expression of their feelings
at h.egard for him during bis life-time, of regret

%%lith h.;ÎTIse, and of condolence and sympathy

'S Vrvîdow and family in their bereavement.
kt irere tatthe Secretary be directed to send
keryOf the above resolution to Mrs. Mac-

i.Carried unanimously.

Signed, JAMES MACIENNAN,

oIcation adjourned. 
himn

pres Friday, 16th February.*
s%. Sent -Messrs. Crickmore, Hudspeth,
l'En F'erguson, Foy, Britton, Leith, Mac-

Mackelcan Moss, Hoskin, Mra.S
Mr k, Read. Mr. Maclennan in the chair.

r8ep r. loskin, from the Discipline Comimittee,
two tta Pirna.facie case is shown against
QracSoîîcitors 'ipon the charges made by Mr.

tr c n eomne that the charges be

ate Co report was received, ordered for imimedi-
"Onsieato and adopted.

bish- Petition of Mr. Grace was referred to the
ýci'pi' Committee for enquiry.

« th ationproceeded to consider the report

Li anie Commnittee in the case of Zebulon
h~l~2 aainst a barrîster, whicb stood over for

Mr Irton until to-day.
the aflioskin, seconded by Mr. Leitb, moved

'the oPticon of the report.
TM . reot was adopted.
tb, r- Ioskin moved that a copy of the report

the . lSittCd both to the complainant and to
rister in question, by the secretary.

Ur.sfl<1h 4econded the motion, whicb
Mcarried.

. R . Becher wvas unanimnously clected
elicher ii the place of' Mr. Glass resign-ied.

Mr. Mlurray gave notice that he wvouId on the

first da), of Easter Termi next, inove that the ex-

ainination of Mr. William Clive Atkinson be

allowcd to stand as passed, and that a certificate
he issued to himi in said Easter Terni îîext.

On the motion of MIr. Maclennan it was order-

ed that Mr. Harman be paid tbe suml of one

liundred dollars for the preparatiori of the index

to volume six of the Appeal Reports, in pursu-

;tnce of the order of Convocation made last
termi.

Convocation adjourned.

BELECTIONS.

Hai v. Ban/et is a recent decision of the

Connecticut Supreme Court of Errors, illus-

trating tbe rigbts and duties of an officer

charged with the service of legal process in a

civil 1 roceeding. The facts were as follows :

nL'e defendant Bartlett, at the time, was

deputy sheriff ; a lawful writ of sunimons had,

been placed in bis hands to be served on Mrs.

Hull, who knowing that service was about to

be made upon bier, fled from town to town,

and hid herseif in many ways and places, re-

sorting to extraordinary expedients and sub-

terfuges to elude the officer. At last the

defendant traced bier, as he believed to the

bouse of one Veits, wbere, upon inquiry, he

was told that she had left in the mornîng.

Pei mission to search was for a time denied,

but afterwards granted ; but she was not

found in the bouse. Finally the door of a

small outbuilding was discovered fastened.

But no response could be obtaine.d froin any

person witbin, after repeated calîs. At last

the defendant (having first obtained permis-

sion of the owner for that purpse) forced

the door, and found a woman lying on the

floor, with hier bead and face closely wrapped

to )revent identifi-ation. l'le defendant re-

peatedly requested bier to uncover her face

in order that lie migbt know wbo she was,

stating bis business. But affer waiting long,

she still kept bier p)osition and the coveriflg

over bier face. He then, as gently as possi-

bie, raised bier up and uncovered bier face for

the mere purpose of identifying bier, that he

migbt complete the service and make truth-

fuI return, upon the writ.
IlUnder the circumnstances of this case,"p

the court 1 roceeded to say, after stating these

facts, Ivill the law justify an act on the part

of the officer whicb would otberwise consti-

tute an assault and battery ? It was the


