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THE SUPREME COURT.

afld Soiltr are. And finally, section 6 the provisions of the statute. The practice
çlinchies the matter by providing that no per- is kept alive by the public who very much
So1I or persons, excepting duly admitted bar-'encourage the preparation of transfers, without
risters or attorneys, or persons appointed as the intervention of an attorney, as the illegiti-ý
h.'re1nbefore provided, shah, for reward, hire mate is cheaper than the legitimate practice
or recOmpense, draw, pass or issue any con and the great risk that is run is not apparent
%eyance, deed, indenture, contract, agree- ito uneducated man. TFhe mnethod of con-
Illent, charter party or other mercantile veying land in use in Australia by means
doctilyents, and any person violating this of a simple transfer consisting of a few print-

' t1011 shall be guilty of an offence under ed lines which is registered, and immediately
his Aet, and be liable, on conviction the reo oI)erates as a conveyance, of course encourages

foeayjustice .of the Peace, to a fine the practice of unlicensed conveyancing.
exceeding twenty dollars for each However, as we have heretofore pointed out,0fence.'î these invaders are occasionally "brought up

AsoITewhat similar enactment is in force with a round turn," by the Australian Courts.
at icorain Australia. A correspondent There is in Manitoba and in Australia some

Whor gives us a copy of it :-" Every person semblance at least of fair dealing and justice
shail for or in expectation of any fee, to those who spend their time and money in

garIn or reward \directly or indirectly draw or acquiring a profession.
PIrePare any conveyance or other deed or
JI1StIr1u1nent in writing reîating to any real
(Otterh any proceedings in law or equltyTH SPR M COR

(te hn and except barristers or attorneys TESPE ECU.
adSoilcitors of the Supreme Court, or certi-

fetdconveyancers as hereinafter mention- T1he third number of Vol. 5 of the reports
edf ad other than and excel)t persons solely of this Court have recently come to hand, con-

ernPl1)3ed to engross any deed instrument or taining the judgment in five cases. None of
other Proceeding not drawn or prepared hy themn can be said to be of very general interest
.'brselves and for their own accounit respec- to the Ontario Bar ; some facts nevertheless,
tIvely; and other than and except p)ublic and conclusions worth noticing are deducible
r$es rawing or preparing official instru- from the pages before us.

ard.applicable to their respective offices The latest judgments rcported therein are
afd Il te course of their duty), shahl l) those of Gallagher v. Taylor and Jonas v.
-ourred guilty of a contempt of the Suprenie Gilbert, delivered on February i ith., 1881.

Otr sah n a epnse cod Two others were delivered in February and
'gly for everyi such offence, upon the appli- March, i 88o, and another on January i 2th,

orSh f any person complaining thereof; 1879. Ini two cases judgment was not delivered
the , rCvr
reco lof tWenty, pounids, to be sued for and for nearly four months after the argument.
Or 'Ovred in a sumimary way1 hefore any two In two of the cases it apl)ears that the senior

co'Oejustices of the peace, &Sc." Our puisne judge took part in the judgment, but
r'sod ssthtteroiiniony it is merely noted that hie read a written judg-

t0 YtracesSjul as it is extremelv difficult ment stating his reasons for his conclusion.
the low caes o bolt proof, aàa few o 'In tesecond numiîer of this samne volume

Of 'enId etclaSs of attorney are in the habit published some time ago the state of things is
nthL îfg their mnies to land agents and very much the saine, as regards delay in givinger MTiddeneln and so enable them to defy judgment after argument and in the publica-


