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Tee Supreme Court of Illinois has
lately held that the rights of a mortgagee-
whose mortgage has been recorded in the
books of registry is not affected by the
fact that it had not been indexed, on the
ground that the entry in the index is not
a part of the process of record : Mutual
Life Ins. Co. v. Dake, 4 Cent. L. J. 340.

Ix Langmead v. Corkerton, 25 W. R.
317, Sir George Jessel calls attention to-
a point that had been overlooked by
several judges as to the authoritative
weight to be given to decisions of the:
Lord Chancellor when sitting in the stead
of other jundges. In every such case he:
holds that the Chancellor takes the list
of cases by virtue of his own original
jurisdiction to try cases in the first in-
stance, and his decision as Lord Chan-
cellor is an authority binding upon every
Jjudge of first instance.

SURROGATE FEES IN CONTEN-
TIOUS BUSINESS.

Until the other day, it was commonly
supposed that there was no tariff fixed
by the Committee of Judges appoint-
ed to regulate the practice and pro-
cedure of the Surrogate Courts. Upon
that assumption, Harris v. Harris, 24
Gr. 459, was decided, as was also Re Osler,
7 Pr. R. 80. But, as was discovered up-
on an appeal from the judgment of the
Master in this latter case, it happens
that the commissioners passed some pro-
visional orders in August, 1858, which,
though promulgated and sanctioned by
the Legislature as mentioned in the 18th
sec. of the C.S. U.C. cap. 16, were not
printed with the Surrogate Court rules.




