
My next as.suiliint was an oM iiiaii iiaiiu'd rraucis Jlyc,

ol' Jiuvrii', (<) wlumi I ^ivc ciiMlit lor liavin;j; liont'.stly tatlicrcd

his It'ttcr uvor his own i)ro|itir name "Alcoliolic," as it is. His

letti'i- uiipearcd in the Glohr <»l' ihv. HUh FcUruavy, 1877,

jiiat ten days alU-r tin- publication of 'i'raeticing Lawyer's"

letter in the same paper. Mr. Ry<' iliseoiirst's as tollows

:

"i havt' never known a ease of a solicitor ('liar«;in<,' his client

with Sherill's lees, (!r with a lee eiiual to what u SherilV's lee

Would be loi' servicer o<" a Bill in Chancery or Writ of Sum-

mons where the Sheriff was not em])loyed, and as to charoinn

.Sheritfs fees besides his own fees for the service

—

{which

'Wouhl he a fraiululmt chariie)— this, 1 netd hardly say, is a

practice entirely unknown to my |>rulession." 2^he (•xistcncc.

of Huch an officer as a 7\ixiiif/ Master appeavfi to have been

entirely fortjotten Itij the writer of the article

If such a ihin^ as chargin<j; a client with Sheriff's {in^^i,

or a sum e(|ual to what a SherilV's fee would be is entirely

unknown to the profession, such a ihinji a^ ehari^inj^ ii dcfcii-

(lant witli Sheriff's fees, or with it sum much larger than the

Sherill's fee would b', is not unknown to Mr. Rye. who, as it

Would appear from the receiiited and taxed Bill of Costs in

the cause Watson vs. Servois, which 1 hold in my hands, the

Writ of Summons havino been served by himself, he chavfjccJ

and collected $2.7o more than his ow n le^al fees. ''Ife seems

to have entirely for(/otte)i. the e.risfeiirr of such, an officer as

a Taxing Master." W'n, .^ood old R\v chanjed and rollecfed

S2.7o more than his own legal fees. If the Sheriff had made

the service his fees would have been S?1.80, therefore Rye

pocketed SI. SO that behjnged to the Sherifl', and 9:5 cents

that belonged to the litigant and not to the Attorney or

Sherilf. Rye pocketed within 87 cents of a sum e(jual to

two Sherills' fees in addition to his own. This is another

example of the advantages to the public of having services

made by the Attorneys 1 ! 1

During the debate on Mr. Sinclair's motion, one of the

members arose and said, "I object to com])elling peo])le to

serve Process through the Sheriff when the Attorney himself

wouhl serve them for nothi/tifj ! !

!

— vide G^/o/>(^, 11th Jan.,

1877. Not many months aftci this declaration 1 obtaincMl a

receipted and taxed W\\\ of Costs in a caiise in which tlu-


