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TU th- EditOP Of the LAW JOURN4AL:
Six,-Suppose A inakes lus promiissory note for

li,ooo,aoo, payable to 13 three months after date;
ar'd at the same time B makes his proinissory note
payable te A for a like amnounit and at the saine
ime, Bcfore the th-ree naonths are up 13 dies, and

his executors seek to have his wil; prao*ed. Lis
total assets amounit to $i,ooo and the promnissory
note. lsi thel otal astate tu be administered Oi,aao,
or biou~,ao The million dollar note is wipud
out by a million dollar debt; but accurding Lu the
judgment oif %Ir. justice Cameron in Re Kr, 44
Q. 13. p. 2io, in comçiuting the ainount of duty
payable undur the Surrogate tarifi, the assets of
the *state are tii Uv ctîmputed anui the liabilities
ignored. If this be the law, and it seems ta have
been a> field in the caqu referred to, it calls for the
prtmpt attention oif Our legisînture.

Vonrs truly,

SIR.-I dtemîre tu correct the %tatenuent oif facts
in the ca.es tif Parions and Durncan v. Tuner, antd
.Udiil v. Turner, reported ante', 167. As 1 under.
sttand t, the facis were that Turner absconded.
Hefôrt leaving he assigned hi% baoiks to his father
whi, 'vas setrety for hint to Madill. l'arson-, and
bJuncaun suee Turner, and got judgment on i7th
"ecur-nter, and at tUL: âame finie "I tained judg.
rient against Smith aq garniabve for $87. Mildili
Roi tWti judgments the saine day :and on 3oth
Decemiber .d 2nd Jantunry foulowing biled trait-
$cripts in the Cçunty Court, issued execut1on. and

taeit to the eheriff on 2nd janitary, The' gar-
aîishtne paid the moncy into the Division Court for
P.' andi D. Mqdullas solicitor, who was collecting
the accounit on Turn"rs booiks, on and januaty
Paiti sheriff 09,75 for defeiîdant Turner, and the
âheriff enternd that sum in the book as requireti by
section 2 of Creditors Relief Ac., Hayes notifiei

Yours, etc.,

OSGOODIi HALL LIBRARY.

TIhe foilowing is a list tif books reeîved at the
Lihrary d uring the months of january, February
and March, 1886: -

Armâtrong oit Intestacy, Montrpal, 1885 Beach
on Contrilîutory Nugligence, New Yorlt, z883 ;
Beach on Sterling Exchange, New York, 1885,
Browning & LushingtonAý Admiralty Reports,
Lindon, iSuS: !Bules On Hus 4 th edition, Lon-
don, 8S; birbeck's D)istribution of L.and in
Englandt, London, 1885; J3ishop's Directiurns and
Forms, B3oston, 1885 ; Cababé & Ellis' Reports,
Vol. 1 . Undon, 1885; Crimninal Law Magazine,
Vtil. VI., jersey City, 1883; Central Law journal,
Digest Ln Vols. 1. ta XX., St. Louis; Carver on
('arriage ofi Gnods by Sc.a, London, î?85; Challin'
INeal Prtiporty, London, iiýF; Clarke & Hum.
phruv ut Saies Lut Laud, bondon, 1885; Dicey's Law
fif the Constitution, London, î88j: Dauforth's U.
S. Stilreme Court Digest, New York, 1885; Dos
P'assos un the Stock Brokers, etc., New York, 1882;
Destv'a Federal Reporter Digest, St. Paul, 1885:
Enuder:'s rPractice Statutes, London, i88'>;

IEnîrleri' Digest for 1885, bondon, 1886; Erma-
tinger on Franchuse (f Eiiettions, roronto, î88j6:
Gray on Telegraphý,Cnuu. ato, Boston,
1883; Goodeve'sReal Property, 2nd edition, Lon.
don, 1383; Hincks (Sir F.), bife of, Montreal,
1884; Haight's Coantry Life in Canada, Toronto

the clerk of Division Court flot to pay over to P.
and D., and thon applied ta Jude Dartnell for an
order for the clerk to pay the 887 over ta the
sheriff, an4 the judge made the ordoe. Now this
application and order were made in the suit o

IParsons and Dssian v. Turner, on the application
of Madili in th. naine of the sherjiff, without any

Inotice whatever to Parsons and Duncan. It was
objected that the j udge lied no power to make stich
an order on the application of aL stranger. On this
this jiidgment is allent. Tt was also objected that
ithe Creditors'Relief Act did not apply as it was
clear that Act was intended for ail creditors,
whereas no creditors could get certificates under
sec. 7, as the debtor's goods had not been adver-
tised hy the cherjiff, and that the paynient of t'.,
19-75 to the sherjiff, if flot really paid by Madill, as

iconcended, was a voluntary payment hy the de-
fendant, and such payments could flot Per se bave
the effect of p)utting the Act in farce. These points
are flot touched upon in the judgment.

'Z'

k§t .

p~~

â 5

î


