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Summons discharged with costs.
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Assignees in Bankruptcy Matters—The

operation of the Act.

To taE Eprrors or THE CaNADA LAW JOURNAL,

GENTLEMEN;—When the present Bankrupt
act was passed, every one supposed that an
act 5o long talked of, or should be ncarly
perfect. The working of the act since 1864,
clearly, on the contrary, proves it to be a
bungled, defective affair. I propose to point
out a few of its defects, and in addition to
refer to the conduct of official assignees.

Every one knows that the profession of the
law is being over-crowded in Canada, and this
is not a time when lawyers should silently
permit persons who are not lawyers to take
the business that legitimately belongs to the
profession from them. I have waited in hopes
that some other person would draw the notice
of the profession to the fact, but seeing no
person has done it, I will do so.

Every lawyer who has watched closely the
actions of official assignees, especially in To-
ronto, knows well that these individuals are
generally selected by the insolvent, to get him
through for a certain fee, generally $50! This
fee is in fact a retainer, and except in special
cases of difficulty, a professional man is never
thought of One would have supposed, and
such was certainly the intention of the act,
that the assignee was peculiarly the officer of
the creditors, or at least one who stood per-
fectly impartial and unbiased between insol-
vent and creditors. If the assignee is the paid
agent, or rather the pettifogging paid and
unlicensed lawyer of the insolvent, it is easy
to be seen that he will use every means in his
power to slip his client through, regardless
of creditors! The Bankrupt act was passed
to enable honest, but unfortunate men, who
were willing to give up all their property,
and who are not guilty of fraud, to obtain a
discharge. A majority, I fear, in Canada who
avail themselves of it, and not a few assignees
who aid them in it, think that it was an act
to white-wash debtors and to enable thom to
slip through its meshes, with as much property
out of their hands, in trustees or corrupt
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