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To TUIE EDITORS OF TuE LAw JOURNAL.

GENTLEMEN,-Prcsuming upon the kindness
which you have ever extended to the' student
as weIl as the practitioner in your exposition
of doubtful points, I have taken the liberty of
placing imy trouble before you, which is as
follows:

I was adrnittcd a member of the Law Society
as a student-at-law in Trinity Terni, 1865, and
arn consequently, in accordance with a late
resolution passed Py the Benchers of Osgoode
IIall, eligible to compete for the first year's
scholarship at the exarnination in November
next. Now wvhat I desire to know is this-
arn I eligible for the second year's scholar-
ship, to be competed for in November, 1866 ?

Although 1 have propounded this question
to several of the legal profession here, I have
as yet been uinable to obtain any definite
information on the point, and your answer in
the next number of the Law Journal would,
I arn certain, bc of interest to others similarly
situatcd, as well as to a

STUDENT-AT-L AW.

[Sec page 228).-Ens. L. J.]

BELLEVILLE, lOth August, 1865.

To TUIE EDITORS 0F TUiE LAw JOURNAL.

GENTLEMENX,-Wi il you allow me to cal
your attention to what seexns'to me to be a
serious practical defect in the Registration
Act ? Section 18 provides that deeds, &c., are
to be registercd through memorials thereof.
Section 20 provides for the execution of such
memorial. Section 23, et seq., provides miodes
of proof for registration ; section 27 for cases
in which the witnesses have died, br are out of
the Province. No provision is made for the
death of the parties to the deed. So long as
any one of them is alive, he can re-execute
the deed by acknowledging his hand and seal
before the requisite witnesses, and have a
memorial executed; so that section 27 is of
but littie practical value.

The Legisiature evidently intended to give
a rnuch wider reachi to the section than it has,
and provide for the case of the death of the
parties as well as of the witnesses, the latter
part of the section evidently Pointing to the
registering of the instrument, on its produc-

towith the certificate signed hy the chair-
man, &c.; but by the operation of section 18,
a memiorial mnust be produced, ani by section
20 that inernorial rnust be exccutcd by one or
more of, &ce.

Yours truly,
GEo. D. DICKSON.

[We think our correspondecnt ba-, somnewhat
misconceived the effeet of th-c sections referred
to. Section 20 provides for the registration of
a deed after the death of the grantee, provided
there is a witness to the execuition of the deed
who can attest its execution; for it express]y
authorises the heir, executor ;r administrator,
&C.) of the grantee to execute a memorial. It
is thought by sorne that the word "heirs,"
would include purchasers ; but, however that
may be, the act now before Parliament to
amcnd th2 Registry laws, makes this provision
rnuch more general, and will tliereby, if the
bill becomes law, save any question as to this.
If, ho-xever, the witnesses are dcad, or the
witnesses and grantee are both deai, iproceed-
ings should be taken under section 27. It
will be remarked that this section says nothing
about a mernorial, but provides that upon the
necessary certificate beingr obtained, "'the
registrar, &c., shail record 8uclh deed, &c.,
and certificate, and shall certify the same."
We do not think if an unreaonable construc-
tion to put upon the section to say that in
such cases a meinorial is not required. The
case seemns to be an exception to the general
rule that a memorial is necessary, and an act
must be so read that every clau,ýe it may, if
possible, have due operation. We eannot sal
what the general practice is, but in the regis-
try offices for York and some other connties,
it is usual to record the dccd and ccrtificatC,
and no mernorial is required by the registrar.
-Ens. L. J.]

Concurrent wri8 - Anteda tiinq, - (2ancellI'
tion of 8tanps8.

To TUIE EDITORS 0F TUIE LAIVf JOURNAL.

GENTLEMEN,-In issuing a concurrent 'Writ
of summons on a day after issuing the origiflaJ

writ, should the Clerk not nnly antcdate tble
writ, but aiso cancel the stamp as or the daY

on whie;h the original writ was issued? Ot

should hie sirnply antedate the writ and caTrci
the stamp as of the day lie i5ssues the writ ?
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