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the Government of the correctness of the |
register, which is practicrlly an insurance |
of the title of the very best description, ¢

Mr. Hunter graphically describes the
disadvantage of the present system of con-
veyancing, and asks: ‘“ What would stock-
brokers say if before they could sell £'1,000 .
stock or consols, they had to sbow to
whom the stock had belonged for the last
forty years—tn show +that all duties which
had accrued to thr cown luring that
period had been paid * That every per- |
son to whom the stock had descended by
death during that period was legitimate ?
That no former owner had acquired the
~ stock by voluntary gift; and, if the actual
sellers were trustees, if the purchose
money could only be paid to them in per- ;
son, or to their bankers. Would ten per !
cent. be considered a sufficient remuncra- |
tion for this? \Would nct the necessity
for such proofs put a stop to ninety-nine !
per cent. of the business of the Stoek Ex- |
change? \Why should owners of land
continue to be liable to thede disabilities
which owners of no other class of property
are under?”

But though Mr, Hunter discourses so
eloquently on the evils of the system of
land transfer at present prevailing in Eng-
land, we look in vain through the cata-
ogue of remedies which he proposes for
one that will effectually get rid of that
greatest defect of all, viz., the necessity of |
investigating the “chain of title.” The

“chain of title" is the principal source of
all the trouble and difficulties attending
land transfer under the English system,
and it is only by somc system of registra-
tion of title, similar to that devised by the
late Sir R. Torrens, that that defect can
be effectually remedied.

IN ERGLAND-—QUR ENGLISH LETTER,

OUR ENGLISH LETTER.

LEecar machinery was *c.y long in

{ reaching what may be calied thorough

working order after the laong vacation.
First came the circuits, which were con-
sined for the most part to the clearing
of the gaols, and then the general elec-
tion, which kept a great number of }=ad-
ing men away fror: the Couris, These

t two facts must form my apology for

postponing this letter, which, indeed,
cones to this that, except the Stead trial,
which was unsavoury, there was nothing
at all to write about. This is said on the
supposition that Canadian circles would
not be keenly interested in the discussion

i of obsture points in our new franchise

faw. The sum total of the decisions may

i be said to consist in the fact that the legis-
¢ lature wr, by no means for the first time,

frustrated in its intentions by reason of
bad drafting. It enfranchised some ciasses
by accident and equally involuntarily left
others without votes. Perhaps the most
comic case was that of the undergraduates
of Oxford and Cambridge, Their enfran-
chisement was described as un fuit accom-
pli, but, lo and behold, when the terms of
their tenure were examined, it was found
that the work had been insufficiently per-
formed,

This is an cra of new men, We have
in Lord Halsbury a Lord Chancellor who

attends far more closely than his prede- |

cessor to judicial work, who is by no
means averse to the giving of silk gowns,
and whose one failing is an obvious ten-
dency to nepotism.  The result is that
there is an opportunity of studying the rise
of new men in leading business, and it
cannot be denied that some of them are
showing great promize. Foremost amony
them are Mr. Firench, Q.C.,, of the Nor-
thern Circuit, whose opinions upon points
of election law are quoted with aimost the
same respect as that which is paid to the
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