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The commission they receivo reads: “To have, use, and
exercise the pnwer of drawing, passing, keeping, and issuing
all deeds, coatracts, charter partics, and other mercantile
transactious ; and also to att st all commercial instruments
that may bo brought before them for public protestation ;
giving and granting unto them all the rights, profits and
emoluments appertaining and rightfully belonging to the said
calling of Public Notary.”

By Con. Stat. U. C., cap. 42, see. I find 50 cents given
as fee for protest, and 25 cents for each notarial letter; and
Con. Stats. Canads, cap. 57, scc. 1, repeats these fees; but I
have been unable elsewhere to discover what *emoluments
appertain” and “rightfully belong” to Notaries Public, for
the * deeds, contracts, charter parties, mercantile transac-
tions,’” &c., which they ure empowered to “ draw, pass, keep,
and issue.”

In the rural districts, where there are no Lawyers, the great
bulk of the local conveyancing of Upper Canada finds its way
into the hands of the Notaries Public; and being, with but
few exceptions, men of intelligence, I have no doubt the
instruments they prepare are eatisfactory to their patrons.
But can it be posaible that no provision has been made for their
fees? I have conversed with many of them—all as ignorant
in relation to the ‘“rightful emoluments” to which they are
entitled, as I am myself. As their numbers are fast becoming
furmidable, can you throw light upon their * profits 2

Then again, nearly the whole of the Notaries Public are
Commissioners for taking affidavits, &e,, in B. R.; but in vain
do they turn for information as to fees to the Con. Stats,, for
beyond providing for the payment of 20 cents for bare admin-
istration of affidavit, there appenrs to be nothing said ; while
they are empowered to receive ““recognizance or recoguizances
of bail,” &e., from pasties for whom they must necessarily in
many instances prepare the documents.

Some information on the matters spoken of above would
greatly oblige & numerous class of readers.

Yours, &e.,
Jony M,
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Merrickville, Oct. 24, 1862.

{1. Tn Upper Canada, conveyancing is open to all the world,
Any man who deems himself possessed of sufficient ntelli-
gence may prepare “ deeds, contracts, charter parties,” &e.
The price is not regulated by any statute o1 rule of court. It
fluctuates like the prices of the country tavern keeper or the
village blacksmith. It may be less or more, according to the
bargain entered into Letween the contracting parties.

2. A Commissinner fur taking affidavits, recognizances, &c.,
is an officer of the courts. His fees are regulated by the rales

of court. In the tariff made by the Judges of the Queen's
Beoch and Common Pleas we find the following:
COMUISSIONFR,
Far taking every afidavit.coooooiieinninnni L0 1 0
For taking every recognizance of bail...... 0 2 6

Theee ane the only fees which the Commissioner is Ly law
entitled to receive.  These are the anly dutics which properly
apoertain to his office. 1lis duty i3 to fake alidavits, recog-

,niznnces, &e., not to drawr aflidavits, recognizances, &e. If he
do the lutter he does more than is expected of him, and he
must get his pay as best he can.—Ews. 1. J.}
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BUCKMASTER ET AL. V. RUSSELL.

C. P
Staiute of Limitations—Acknowledgment of debt—New promise.

The following contained in a letter: ‘“I have received a letter
from Mesgsrs. P. & L., solicitors, requesting me to pay you an
account of £40 93. Gd. I have no wish to have any tlang to do
with the lawyers, much less do I wish to deny a just deot. I
canuot however get rid of the notion that my account with you
was settled when I left the army in 1851.  But as you declare it
was not settled, I am willing to pay you £10 per annum until itis
liquidated. Should this proposal meet with your spprobation, wo
can make arrangements accordingly.”

IHeld, not a sufficient acknowledgment to take the debt out of
the Statute of Limitations by which it was previously barred.

Queere whether, if the offer in the letter had been accepted, an
actiou would have lain for the aunual instalments?

EX. Winre v. BeeTtox.

Condition precedent—Iart performance of agreement.

The plaintiff by an agreement, in consideration of a sum of
money to be paid him by the defendant for certain shares held by
plainiiff in a loan and discount society, promised that all the
property of the said society and all the interest and emoluinents
arising therefrom should vest in and exclusively belong to defen-
dant.  The plaintiff transferred his shares to defendant, who re-
ceived and accepted them; but A, & B. refused to deliver ihe
shares in their bands respectively.

1n an action by the plaintiff for pryment—J/2ld, that the trans-
fer of the shares of A. & B. was not a condition precedent to
plaiatiff’s right to recover; and that even if it were so, the defen-
dant had made himself liable by accepting part of the conside-
ration.

M. R, ‘

Vendor and purchaser—Specific performance— Contract to sell shares
in a jount stock company—Lowers of directors jus disponendr.

PooLs v. MIDDLETON.

Specific performance was decreed of o contract by a share-
holder to sell <hares in a joint ctock company, alihough the direc-
tors of the company objected to the transfer of the shares being
madc to the per<on with whom the contract was entered into.

A clause in the deed of scttlement of a joint stock company that
no sharchalder shall transfer his shares except in such inanuner as
the dircctors should approve, does not authurize the directors to
probibit a sharcholder from cuntracting to sell his shares.

Shares in a joint stock company are in the nature of property,
and are sulject to the yus disponende mcident to property.

L. J. Picrires v. PICKLES.

Lower—Appomntmenia-Froud.

P. being tenant for life, with an excluvive power of appoint-
ment among his children, grants to G. a lease of certsin property,
and at the same time executes awill appointing the daughter who
concurs with her father in a bond to uphold G's title: and P.
having died, one of b vons filed 2 bill against is sister to upset
| the appaintwent, an the ground that it was made 1 consequenco
i of a corrupt bargain.

11eld on the evidence, that the appointment was net wmade on
| any previous bargain, but that it was the result of wstructions
| long before given ; and bill dismivsed with costs,




