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are. And finally, section 6
“Iches the matter by providing that no per-
::: Or persons, excepting duly admitFed bar-
€IS or attorneys, or persons appointed as
ofrrembefore provided, shall, 1jor reward, hire
Vey:COmI)ense, dr‘aw, pass or issue any con-
"len;mc, deed, indenture, contract, agree-
» Charter party or other mercantile
OCUments, and any person violating this
*ction shall be guilty of an offence under
bels Act, and be liable, on conviction thereo
fore any Justice of the Peace, to a fine

No -
t €xceeding twenty dollars for each
oﬂ‘el’lce_”

arfd solicitors

at {:'is‘)meWh.at similar enactment is in force
therect_orla, in Australia. A ccirrespondent
Who !;’:Ves us a copy of it :——‘“Lvery person
gain, shall for or in expec.tatllon of any fee,
prep:r" reward \directly or indirectly draw or
ihstrue any~ conveyance or other deed or
estatemem I writing .relat?ng to any re.al
(°ther or any proceedmgs‘m law or equity
than and except barristers or attorneys
Ca‘tzgli(:itors of the Supreme. Court, or Co:érti-
. Conveyancers as hereinafter mention-
eln;)]?d Other than and except persons solely
Yed to engross any deed instrument or
eIQI:'SperCEeding not d.rawn or prepared by
ti\'ely ? ves and for their own account respec-
Oﬂif:er’v and .other than a}nd except Pubhc
mem; dra)\-mg or preparing ofﬁglal instru-
ang inapphcable to thelr' respective offices
eemedthf{ course of their duty), shall be
COUrt guilty of a contempt of .the Supreme
i“g]y fz:td shall and may be punished accord-
Cation OfeVEYy such offence, upon the appli-
O sha) ] any person complammg thereof ;
€ supy Of every such offence forfeit and pay
recOeregi_tWemy pounds, to be ﬁued for and
N a summary way before any two

o -l:s(:)rj justices of the peace, .&c."’ Our
Partiy y“‘dem says that. tbe provision is only
to trace Z.“lCC‘:ssful as it is extremely difficult
the lo‘vesdses to absolute proof, and a few (?f
of | i t Clas‘?‘. of attorney are in the habit
Othey :ﬁl their names to land agents and
leﬂ}cn, and so enable them to defy

the provisions of the statute. The practice
is kept alive by the public who very much
encourage the preparation of transfers without
the intervention of an attorney, as the illegiti-
mate is cheaper than the legitimate practice
and the great risk that is run is not apparent
to uneducated man. The method of con-
veying land in use in Australia by means
of a simple transfer consisting of a few print-
ed lines which is registered, and immediately
operates as a conveyance, of course encourages
the practice of unlicensed conveyancing,
However, as we have heretofore pointed out,
these invaders are occasionally “brought up
with a round turn,” by the Australian Courts.
There is in Manitoba and in Australia some
semblance at least of fair dealing and justice
to those who spend their time and money in
acquiring a profession.
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The third number of Vol. 5 of the reports
of this Court have recently come to hand, con-
taining the judgment in five cases. None of
them can be said to be of very general interest
to the Ontario Bar; some facts nevertheless,
and conclusions worth noticing are deducible
from the pages before us.

The latest judgments reported therein are
those of Gallagher v. Taylor and Jonas v.
Gilbert, delivered on February rith., 18831.
Two others were delivered in February and
March, 1880, and another on January 12th,
1879. Intwo cases judgment was not delivered
for upwards of six months, and in three others
for nearly four months after the argument.
In two of the cases it appears that the senior
puisne judge took part in the judgment, but
it is merely noted that he read a written judg-
ment stating his reasons for his conclusion.

‘In the second number of this same volume
published some time ago the state of things is
very much the same, as regards delay in giving
judgment after argument and in the publica-



