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sions of that act shall not only be ineffectual but
shall be an act of ipsolvency, rendering the estate
linble to compulsory liquidation under the act
(see stc 3, wub-sec.i.) If tbe attaching creditor
has & priority by viitue of his attachment, it will
be the Jduty of the assignee to allow it to him
under sec. 5, sub-sec. 4 ¢f the act.

I therefore order that the sheriff do amend his
return to the writ of attachment issued in this
matter sccordingly. The costs of the plaintiff’s
attorney to be costs in this matter.

P

GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE.

Scatcherd’s Cheap Law Bill.
Toroxto, Feb. 23, 18635.
To Tur Enitors oF THE Locat Cotrrs’ GAZETTE.

Gentlemen,—Will you not again take up
the subject of Mr. Scatcherd and his Law
Costs bill or motion, and advise the profession
in the matter ?

Would it not be well for a meeting of attor-
ney to be called, and & committee appointed,
to draft a petition in the premises, and have
it duly presented to the House of Parliament?

Something should be done.

Yours truly,
AN ATTORNEY.

(In April, 1863, we fully expressed our
views on Mr. Scatcherd’s Cheap Law Bill.
(See 9 U. C. L.J. 85.) Our remarks then
made received the approval as well of the
public as of the profession. Some one, un-
knotn to us, did us the hovor of having our
remarks republished in the form of a circular,
and mailed to membe s of Parliament and
others.

We had hoped that even Mr. Scatcherd
would by (his time have seen the folly of his
pet bill.  If he aspires to the dignity of half a
statesman, we shall look for something better
from bim than this stupid piece of buncomb.
It is o mistake to suppose that lawyers are
ecpecially interested in the death of such a
measure. The persons really interested are
the public. To cheapen litigation will be to
make it wore plentiful; and lawyers, like
other membe.s of the human family in the
sucial scale, can prosper on *‘small profits
and quick returas.”  Xf the bill, or anything
balf as absurd, become law, we venture to
affirm that lawyers will have twenty suits for
every onc that is now entered in court. The
professiun, in a pecuniary point of view, will
not suffer ; but the public, whose interest it

is that there should be little Litigation, will 4y
the real sufferers.

Some people are astonished that in Canads,
with a population so sparse, compared with
that of the mother country, suits are <u plen.
tiful—that while in some of the larger cities
of Englund we read of two or three records a;
most entered for trial at an assize, we fipd
twenty times the number in towns in Uppe
Canada, where the population is twenty times
less thaw at home. The secret is, that in
Canada a suit costs at least five times ley
thanasuitin England. Then cheapen the suiy
in Canada by making it five times less tha
it now costs, and the certain increase in nup-
ber is a mero matter of computationt  Mend
ordinary intelligence are alive to this stat
of things, and it is to be hoped thit Mr
Scatcherd, if really in earnest, wiil some dy
or other acquire sufficient intelligence u
realize the depth and breadth of his 'folly~
Eps. L.J.]
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COMMON LAW.

T. T., 27 Vic.
HoGAX v. MoRRissEY.

Judgment against executor—.Action on—flene ¢t
mnmistravit—Replication, lande— Lt 1f.

Action on a covenant recovercd agmiust aner
ccutor. The declaration sct out 2 judgmentre
covered ; alleged the issning of a /i ju., adls
return of “‘nulla bona,” and suggested g desas
tavit. Plea, that in the action on which ©s
actien is founded, the defendant pleaded pie
administravit; that the plaintifl repiied lands, e
which judgment was given; tani ine lauds wer
assets in the hauds of the defendant 15 exeeuts
The defendant theaavers that the lands are se2-
cient, and that plaintiff has not proceeded agaics
them.

Demurrer to pleas, on the ground that wheres
judgment has been recovered. and a desastani s
shown, it is not a sufficient rensen to excuseti
defendant from personal liability, that tha plis
tiff has obtained 8 judgment tu recover of i
lands of tac testator.

Held, that the replication of lamls is a fulisr
missivn of the trath of the plea of plene adas
istravit; that the plaintiff, by his repheaticas
the former action, being cstupped from sewy
up n devastavit now, the defendant isat libe
to show the true state of the case. to save b
self from persouval liability ; that the rephest®
(of lands) commonly used since G durv. 6
daner, is bothillogical and vunecesary. (140+
C. . 441.)



