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a bedstend, &c.), gspecially when it is proven that he has ex-
pended over $600 worth of his own property within that time
The d:fficulty is to say which are bis and which belong to the
estate of Tenl. The case of Haslington v. Gul. 3 Doug. 415 (26
E C. L R.171), shews thut when, after marringe, the wife, with
the proffts of her trade (carried on indepcadently ot her husband),
purchased cows with the proceeds of stock uunder a settlement,
that the settiement is good against the creditors of tho husband,
and that the cows purchased after the marriage were protected
by the settlement. Dean v. Brown, 2Car. & P. 62 (12 E. C.
L R 80) shews that where 8 feme covert was carrying on a trade,
and before marriage conveyed her stock-in-trade, furniture, and
other articles belooging to her, in and about her premises, to a
trustee, for her scparate use, and then married, that the property
was not subject to execution for the debts of her husband, though
sowme of the articles bad been disposed of and others purchased
for her use in their stead.

T therefore think 1 caonot do justice between these parties un-
less they specifically shew me what particular articles belong to
the estato and what not; such as are not traceable as belongiog
to the estate, i e., such as cannot be proved to belong to, or to
have been purchased or acquired with the moneys or moneys’
worth of the estate of Teal, I shall hold to belong to the judg
ment debtor. I therefore remit the case for further evidence to
next sittings.

GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE.

Issue of Process and Trausaction cf Business oul of Office
Hours—Regularily thereof:
To Tue Epitors or TuE Urrsr CaNapa Law Joumxat.

Guerrn, September 30th, 1864.

GextieyMeyn,—IHaving frequently heard the question asked,
“Can o Clerk of the County Court or Deputy Clo.x of the
Crown transact business before and ~®2r the hours mentioned
in the rules, and on holidays 2’ I would deem it o favour if
you wouid make some comment on the subject through the
Law Journal, Upon inquity I find that & number of Clerks
and Deputy Clerks differ on this point: some say that it is
optional with them to transact business out of the hours which
the law says their offices shall be open. 1t is agreat conve-
nience to the profession gererally to transact business of soxe
kinds out of office hours: for instance, to issue writs of sum-
mons, &c.; but still it is found to be a source of great incon.
venience if some other kinds are transacted, for the simple
reason that you may never know when you should be at the
Clerk’s office to be in time to protect yourself.

Supposing that you desire to enter an appearance, and you
knosw that the Clerk frequently if not daily transacts business
before and after office hours : in order to run as little risk as
possible, you would be obliged, perbrps, to be on the move at
a very uncotafortable time in the morning, and then perhsps
find that the opposite purty bad been before you and hurried
the Clerk to bis office and had judgment sigaed by the time
you arrived to enter appearance. And if you suppose the
office to open at ten in the morning and not before, you would
be along while behind time. This, of course, is so extreme
view of the matter, but it is such a8 may occur at any time,
especially if there is any ill feeling to gratify or advantage to
be had. At all events, it shews plainly that thers is seme-
thing wanting to raake the practice more definite and refia-

i

ble. There are argaments on both sides of the question, and
as a remedy I suggest that it should be made a rule that
judgments of any kind should not be entered nor any busi-
ness done with the public, at which tho opposite party as of
right should be preseat, except between the hours stated in
the present rules, and not before or after.

If you could throw any light on the above question, you
would, no doubt, be conferring a grest favour on all con-
cerned, as well as to your correspondent.

A Law StrpesT.

[ The appointment of office hours daring which offices con-
vected with the administration of justice must be kept open
for the dispatch of business, is beld to be a mere regulation
for the convenience of suitors, that is, that suitors may know
with certainty during what hours they will find the offices
open; but it is nowhere held that an officer of the Courts is
not competent to act before or after office hours, as he bas
always been held competent on those holidays when he is not
bound at all to attend his office. No doubt it might sorne-
times lead to unfortunate consequences if judgments could as
a rule be entered or process of execution obtained out of the
regular office hours ; but much is left {0 the good sense and
integrity of the officer himself. The subject will be found
discussed in Rolxer et al. v. Fuller, 10 U.C.Q B., 477, to which
we, in conclusion, refer our correspondent.—Eps. L. J.]

Conveyancers— Notaries Public— Commissioners— Atlorneys and
Solicitors.
To taE EpiToRs oF THE Law JoUuRNaL.

GextrLEwEN,— The business of country practitioners is
materially cut up by persons who, under the various titles of
Notaries Public, Conveyancers, and Commissioners, monopo-
lize the whole of the Convegancing, and do 8o under the
shadow of the authority, given by the instrument sppointing
them nctaries public. This document seems to give the right
to “draw deeds,” and one of these notaries publishes tho
whole as an advertisement of his right to the title of convey-
ancer, he having no other legal status whatever.

Would you have the goodness {if possible, in your nest
issue) tosay:

1. Whether any person. merely a notary public, convey-
ancer, or commiseioner, has any legal position, and whether
the possession of & notary’s certificate, implies any legal
quelification, derived from proper education, and examination
as to fitoess ?

2. Whetber there is any title other thau attorney or solicitor,
which guarantees the possessor to be properly educated for the
bnsioess cf a conveyancer ?

3. 15 » notary public, conveysancer, or commissioner, liable
at law for any error he mey commit in the drawing of deeds,
and is not an attorpoy or solicitor so liable?

4. Do notaries public, conveyaucers, and commissioners,
puy any certificate duty—and have not attorneys and solici-
tors to pay o duty to enable them to practice ?

By answering these questions, you would much oblige

£6th Sept., 1864. AN ATTORNET.



