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atien, and the instrument net having been re-executed, flot the

alteratiefi assented to by the ethers, neither he flor they were

bound by it. In connection with this case it may be useful to
refer te lixcitneBakl b'<ti', o App. Cas. 293, where a

qualified execlition of an assigriment for the benefit cf credi-

tors was held te be effectuai, netwithstanding the qualifica-

tion appended to the signature.

CORRESPONDENCE.

INVADERS 0F THE PROFESSION.

To the IZd(itor of (he Caznada Law journal.

4SIR,-As you have invited discussion of legal matterS,
grievances or otherwise, 1 therefore attempt to draw attention

to a matter which is really of vital importance te the profes-

sion, I mean the question of cenveyancing by others than se-
licitors. This matter has been aired time and again in your
journal, but ne remedy has been attempted, except as regards
Surregate Court practice, and even that is a dismal failure, and

matters have now corne to such a state that if net shortly
remedied it will be teo late It has n'o deubt puzzled a great
mnany people what is te beceme of the hundreds of lawyers let
loose every year from law schools, and some have asked what
is to beceme cf these whe have been practising for years, as

the outleek is even dark fer them.

It is simply scandalous te read ef the number of lawyers

who have lately been guilty ef misappropriatien cf trust funds,

and cf the number who are daily before the Law Society for
rnisconduct, and deubtless there are cases we do net hear of.
Why de seliciters whe are net barristers advertise glaringly

as barristers? Why de solicitors allew cenveyancers te de
Surregate Ceurt werk and sign fer them, dividing the fees?
Why in fact do soliciters do ail sorts of questionable acts

which bring disgrace upon the profession? Is there no)

relation cf cause and effeet in these matters? What


