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Ot1TAWA, Maroh 5th, 1867,

Str,—Herewith. I transmit, for the purpose of being submitted to His Excell ney the
Auwiuaistrator of the {tovernment, my Report of the result of an Enquiry iuto the Management
of the Registry-Office for the Registration Division of Montreal, made uoder tho Commis-
sion forwarded to me with your letter of the 6th November last.

I return the Petition and Documents which accompanied your letter.

1 bave the honor to be, Sir,
Your most obedient servant,
GEO. ﬁTTVOYB.
Er. PARENT, Esq.,
Assistant Secretary,
Ottawa -






REPORT

OF QII
&

COMMISSIONER APPOINTED TO ENQUIRE INTO COMPLAINTS
RELATIVE TO THE MANAGEMENT OF THE REGISTRY OFFICE
OF THE REGISTRATION DﬁISION OF MONTREAL.

'To His Excellency Sir Joux Micuer, K.C.B., Administrator of The
> . &
Government of the Province of Canada, and Lieutenant-Generalb
Commanding Her Majesty's Forces therein, &c., &e., &e.

.
MAy 1T PLEASE Your EXCELLENCY :—

Being authorised by a Commirsion (B} granted by His Excellency the Governor
General, under the provisions of the thirteenth chapter of the Consolidated Statutes of
Canada, appointiog me a Comuissioner, to hold an coquiry into a complaint against the
alleged mismanagement of the Registry Office for the Registration Division of Montreal,
made by petition (C), signed by certain members of the Board of Trade, Merchapts and
others of the City of Montreal, and haviug received instructions to visit that Registry
Office, by the authority of ‘the warrant (A}, which I hold nnder the provisions of the,
ninety-third and one hundred aud cleventh sections of the thirty-seventh chapter of 1he
Consolidated Statutes for Lower Canada, T have the hooor of submitting one Report of the
result of that KNQuIRY, and of that VisiT-OF INSPECTION. )

Before proceeding to Montreal, I notified the Registrar of my inteotion of acting in
that double capacity, as shown by wy letter (E), and imnmediately on my arrival at the
City of Montreal, on the 22nd November last, I prepared a statement of the then state of
the various Registers in that officc, shewing the progress that bad been made since my
visit in 1862 (See Table (F) attached to this Report). -

The last document registered on the 23rd November, 1866, bdre the No. 43,513.
The Jast deed then transcir?bed into the Register of «“ Deeds of Alienation and Convey-
auce » (Register B. Vol. 91) was 44,700, registered on 4th August, 1966 ; the last in the
volume of « Obligations, &e.” (Register B, Vol. 90) was 44,745, registered vn Auguat 10,
1866, und the last iv the volume of « Judgments, &c.” (Register B.C., Vol. 4) was45,216,



registered on the 15th of October last, thus making the greatest delay threc months and
ndneteen days, and leaving arrears of 812 instryments, apparently, but deducting the num-
ber of other documents entered in other rogisters (38), leaving but 774.

QOn examining the number of untranseribed doouments, besides ¢ Sales ” and ¢ Obli-
gations,” I found them to be as follows :—

— Memorials.......1\............................:.................

Willgeseeevovenenedunicennns v srevanninnan
Marriage ContractB....coveeeeccenee cirenas
Rertoerships.......

Discharges...... ..

I then summoned to appear before me, by individual notices, all the signers of the
above petition, amounting to two hundred and fifty. .
As fewdff the complainants attended to substantiate W/complamt. made by them, or
 to give sughlilhformation as might lead fe'to judge how far their complaints were founded,
I called up®® such persons, professmnal and ‘otﬁef* but more particularly the former, as
appeared to me to be able, from their frequent intercourse with the Registry Office, to
afford me information and give their views on the management of'it.

"o afford an opportunity to all persons having an interest in the proper conduct of
those charged with the execution of the Registration system in so important, populous
and wealthy a Division 2s Montreal, I inserted in 41l the city newspapers a notice of my
desire to ebtain, if possible, further mf‘ormatzou, and I thereby calied on ull persons
desirous of giving evidence or information in relation to the enquiry being made by me
to attend within a certain day (G). By the evidence afforded by those whose depositions
are hereunto annexed, (H) the principal ground of complaint was of the great delay in
obtaining from the Registry Office doouments there deposited for Registration and trans-
cription. The greater number of thess deponents, on being made acquainted with the
provisions of the Registry Law, more particularly the 84th section, (being section 2 of
ohap.48 of the 12th Vie., passed i 1849, in amendment to the original Registry Aot,

4 Vie.)cap. 30, to give greater facility to Registration in the cities of Montreal and
Qu: %, und to remove the great inconvenience resulting from strictly carrying into force °
past of that Ordoance) which allows the use of a cerfain but still limited puwber of
Reuisters, were satisfied that such delay was not to be attributed to any negligence on the
part of the Registrar or his subordinates, but to the requircments of that Agt by which
the nnmber of Registers, in which may be entered each of the various classes of deeds
to be registered, is limited to one, and necessarily restricts the progress to be made thereon
to the speed with which one writer can oopy into the same. By the above mentioned
64th section it is enaoted that

# The Registrars of the Registration Divisions of Quebeo and Montreal may keep
‘ separate books and Registers for the registration at full length of':

- ¢ First.—Bonds, recognizances and other securities and obhgations in favor of the

Crown, Wills and Testaments, and probates or office copics of wills and testaments.

# Second.—Mnrriage contraots and donations.

¢ Third.—Appointments of tutors and curators, judgments, and judioial Aote and pro-
ceedings.
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“ Fourth.—Deeds of alienation and conveyance (titres translatifs de propriété) not
being of uny.of the classes heroinbeforo mentioned, including exchanges and leases for
nine years or upwards, and deeds of partition. . .

“ Rifth.—Deeds, instrument and writings crcntmg mortgages, hypothgcs or charges,
and not being of any of the classes hercinbefore mentioned.

% Sixth.—All other deeds, instruments and writing not being of any of the clasies
hereinbefore mentioned;

« And the registration thereof at full length in'such bnoks respecti\ely shall be valid to

all intents.”

All the books allowed by the above provision of law are kept and used by the Regis-
trar of the Registration Division of Monbtreal.

If, then, the object of the petition it question be regarded as a complaint avumst the
Registrar himself, the statements in the various depositiuns herewith submitted (H) com-
bined with the circumstance of a large majority of the signers to that petition having
failed or declined to put before me any proof to the cuntrary, csnnot but lead me to the
conclusion that there exists no well-founded ground of complaint against the Registrar
personally on that sccre. -

Alwbng those who expressed, from their closo connection with the Registry Office,
their views of its management (and among them are the leading Notaries of Dlontresl,
whose business transactions with the Registry Office are more nunierous than those of any
other class) a large number assert that they have so complaint to make (Depositions 1, 2,
4,7,8,9,10,11, 13, 16, 17, 18, 19! 24, 27, 28, 32, 33, 35, 86, 3R, 39, 40, 41, 45, 47,
.48, 52, and 53,) against the Registrar; while others, still mure numerous, confine their

vomplmnts to the delay (Deposmous 1,2,8,4,5,6, 8 9,10, 11, 12, 1:» 14, 15, 19, 20,
21, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 83, 34, 37, 39, 41, 43, 44, 52, 53, 54:, 58, 63, and 64),
and pearly-all admit that they have never suﬂ‘ercd nor are they aware of any loss from
maccuracy in Registration, or error in Certificates of Search (Depomzone 1t08,10,14t0
18, 21, 27, 28, 30, 31,738, 34, 30, 45, 47, 48, 52 , 53, and 63).

The only case in which any los , occasioned by the length of the delay complained of,
is that mentioned in the Deposition (No. 20) of Honry Lymaup, Esquire, who, as therein
alleged, failed to receive a half year's interest for some days after it was due; but that de-
lay is pot attribatable to any neghgcnce on the part of the fegistrar.

After a close aud minute inspection of the Registers, Books, Indexes and Papers, in
and appertaining'to the Registry Office of the Registration Division of Montreal, I am
enabled to report on the state of them, how far the requircments of Chap. 37 of the Con-
solidated Statutes for Lower Canada, have been observed, and to offer my remarks on the
various points of the petition submitted to me for enquiry into the complaints thereby
made. The length of those rcm’; ¥in the rcport itsclf, is considerably abridged by the
references which I make to the various depositions and statements to be found in the Ap-
pendix (Ii) aud the notes, remarks and refcronces made at the fout of them respeotively,
when necessary, to throw light on the allegations contained in them.

T stated in my report of 1862, (Appendix to Journals of the Legislative Assembly for
1863.  Sessional Papers, No. 60, vol. 5.)—¢ The Registers for Notices of property
intended to be bound, and for Renewal of Hypothecs, as ordered by the 48th and 49th
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sections of the Registry Act, have not yet been ’;;%ured for the Registry Office of the
Registration Division of Montreal, consequently there is no index required by the 50th
section ““ to be kept and written up daily.” These additional Registers are still waating.

‘For the continued absence of t.hesc volumes, the Regstrar, in reply to a written
communication from me (I), states :—*

“ The requirements of the 48th section of the Registry Law, have been carried out
with this slight difference, that whereas all general mortgages are created by Judgments
of Court and Actes of Tutelle, to which the notices, when deposited for registration, are
invariably attached, I have considered it best to enregister both in the book kept for the
special purpose, as affording greater facility of reference ; as regards the 49th section there
have been as yet vo renewals, consequently the law, as regards those ivstruments, is still,
in a measure, a dead letter.”” (Vide letter of Registrar, of Jau, 22, 1867 (1. 2).

Since the above report many registers, more thau. forty, have b‘eeu filled, as showa by
the following :—

' REecisTER A.
For Registration of Memorials.

The second volume, which in February, 1862, extended to 1308, is pow made
up to 1453, that being the number of the last deed registered by memorial on November
16,1866: i ' “

Rea1ster B.

~ For documents entered at full length, either Deeds of alienation and conveyance, or

! s Deeds creating martyages.

Documents of the above classes, extending over 31 volumes, have sinco 1862, been
transcribed, the volumes now in use being No. 92, for ‘¢ Sales, &c.,”” and No. 93 for
“ Obligations, &e.” " The last transcribed into the formor being No: 45,558, registered
December 3rd, 1866, and the last transcribed into the Jatter being 45,660, registered
Deo. 15, 1866. )

ReolsTer B A.
For .the Registration of Wt'\lls, &e.

This register embracing, in 1862, three volumes, in the last of which the last entry
bore No. 32,404, now extends to the £fth volume, in which the last document entered
bears No. 45,817, reoxstered on the 8th January, 1867.

- RecisTer B B.

For Marrioge Contracts, d:c,

This Register which in March, 1862 showed No. 32,417 in the sixth volume, as
the last marringe contract therein transcribed, now extends to volume 9, the last docu.
" ment in which'is No. 45,956, registered January 22, 1867,

Rearster B C.
For Judyments, Judicial Acts, dwc.

Ore volume, No. 4, has been added to this class. It now ends with 45719,
registered December 21, 1866.
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RecisTeR D.
For the Registration,of Debentures, d&c.

No entries have been made, none being so required by law, since the earegistration
of the Debentures of the St. Lawrence and Atlantic Railroad Company in August, 1861.

¢

Register D or C.
For Declaration of Co-Puartnership.

Since the 11th March, 1862, date of the Jast entry (1557) mentioned in wy last
report, a larger number of these Declarations have been enrcgistered than had there
been since the passing of the Act 12 Vic., cap. 45, which requires such registration,
as the number of the last document registered December, 11, 1866, is 3,149 making
1,592 registered in three years and nine months, while only 1,517 had been euregistered
during the previous thirteen. years.

This incresse is to be attributed not only to the enlargerent of the trade of the
city, but to the Act having been more generally carried out by its provisions being made
more generally known by the fine for disregarding it having been in several instapees”
sued for and recovered. N

The above cited entries are those which I fouud on leaviog the Registry Office on the
12th February, 1867, when all the documents which, on the 23rd November last, temalned
untranseribed, had been duly entcted. (See Table J.)

By this table, and by the foregoing remarks on the state of the various\r%isters, it
is shown that the last document transcribed in Register B, Vol. 92, was 45,558 ; that in
Vol. 93, 45,660; that in Register B A, Vol. 5, 45,817 ; that in Register B B{ Vigl.9,
45,956, and that in Register B €, Vol. 4,45,719; and as the last document deposi
registration on that day bears the No. 46,108, about five hundred documents remain fo
trapscription, and the delay is now about three months.

In all the volumes since 1861, the day of the month and the year continue to be en-
tered in figures, and none of the notes in the margin are signed by the Registrar or his
Deputy. The Registrar continues to hold the opinion, said to be furnished by his Legal
Agviser, that as the law does not, in express terms, state that such notes in the margin
are to bear the signature of the Registrar or his Deputy, or that the dates are to be writ-
ten at full length, he is not bound by the form furnished by the Government at the time
the Registry Ordinance camo ‘into force. This failure to sign the marginal notes and -
to give the dates at full length commenced only in 1856, previously to which time the

" presoribed form was carefully followed by the same Registrar ‘or his Deputy. The terms
of the law (4 Vict. Chap. 80, Sec. 19, now Sectiou 60 of Chapter 37 of the Consolidated
Statutes for Lower Canada) are simply that ‘¢ the day, month, year and hour skall be en-
tered in the margin of the proper Register.” This being a duty imposed on the Registrar,
it appears to me that some proof is needed that it has been performed, and that no better
proof can be afforded than by such entries being attested by the signature of the Registrar
or is Deputy, in the form prescribed by the Government, and followed, with this excep-
tion, by all the Registrars, whose offices I havo inspected. Any doubt, however, if such
can reasonably exist, as to the extent of the obligation on the part of the Registrar, may
be ensily removed by a legislative provision similar to that contained in the H4th section
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of the present Upper Canada Registry Act (29 Vict. Cap. 24), ¢ that the certain year,
month, day, hour and minute, shall be entered in the margin of the Register Books, and
such entry shall be signed by the Registrar or his Deputy.” To this might be added, if
the judgment of the Courts of Lower Canada, as to the use of figures be not considered
sufficient, a further provision that such dates and time should be written at full length ;
and to secure some proof that the trauscribed copy has beon compared with the original,
of whioh, at present, no proof is afforded in the Regusters of Lower Canada, that such
signature has been affixed, after due compatison with the document deposited for registra-

" tion. . .

As mentioned in my report of 1862, the Registrar was then and I believe was for
some timo after sojourning, though not /permanently, » large proportion of the year he-
yond the Jimits prescribed by the 103rd section of the Registry Law, namely, five league

from the office, but as such is no longer the case, it is needless for me to do more thaa to
allude to the impropriety of such a deviation from the strict letter of the law. Proof of
Mr. Ryland's residence in the City of Montreal for some time past is to bo found in the
Judgment of the Superior Court, with the affidavits on which that judgment was ren-
dered, on the application by the defendunt in tife case of Ryrawp vs. QaiLyy, for
security for costs, on the ground of the plaintiff ot being a resident in Lower Canada :
(Vide K}, and his present residence, with his family, in the City of Montreal is now
notorious.

With reference to the 5th paragraph of the pemmn relating to the security to be
given by the Registrar, tho 102nd section of the Registry Law amply provides for the
number of sureties which are to be approved by the Governor.- Qu my report of 1862

* drawing the attention of the Exceutive tothe fact that the Registrar ¥as then, ss he had

been for some time, without sureties, the gentlemen who became such being deceased, a

correspondence was immediately entered into with the Registrar requiring him to supply

other sureties, and fwo gentlemen (MM. DeMontenach & Doutre) who,hrro 1 the extent of

their property, as shown upon diligent enquiry, were considered sufficient, Were approved

of by the Governor a8 such new sureties, and a Bond (L) was accordingly gifen by them

jointly with the Registrar, on the 8th of Mag, 1863. Since that date one of those gentle- .
men (Mr. Doutre) has.with:irawn'from that respwbility. A perusal of Appendix.M

will show Mr. Ryland’s posifion in that particular.

As regards the regularity of attendance by the Registrar and his Deputy, duriag the
office hours presoribed by law, I have been unable to discover that there is any good
grouad of complamt of non-complindce with the requirements of the law on tt%t point ;
while on the contrary several professionsl gentlemen and others, who have freqfent and
slmost daily intercourse with that office, have voluntesred to depose that the “atfendance
of those gentlemen has been regular; this is confirmed by my personal observation during
the period that the investigation with which I have been oharged rendered necessary my
sojourn in Montreal. The attendance of thg clerks, numberiug six, besides the Deputy
Registrar, is shown by their depositions taken separately, and of each without the know-
ledge of the others (Depositions 69, 60, 61, 62 and 65). Their regularity and assiduity in
the performance of their dutics is deserving of notice. The demeanor of one of the subor-
dinates, having been allnded to in the deposition of Geo. W. Stephens, Esq., I cannot but
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express my belief, which is confirmed by the conduct of the same individual while I was
engaged in inspteting the Registry Offices in 1862, that Mr. Stephens’ gomplaint.on that
ground is not upfounded, but as that person has since left Mr. Ryland’s employ, it is
unnecessary to enlarge on that part of the subject. To render justice, however, to Mr.
Ryland, T must not fail to rqmark, as I have learned with satisfaction, that whenever the
improper conduct of any one of his employees has been nade known to him, he bas lost no
time in dispensing with his services. '
The case of ill-treatment, mentioned by Mr. Stephens, of a young I'rench law-student
(Depos. 46), having already been investigated and disposed of, a mere reference to thée
correspondeuce (N.) connected with the case will, I trust, be sufficient. The discrepancy,
.however, between Mr. Thibault’s letters in the public press, and his statement under
oath, and the agreewent (Depos. 54) of the latter with the Registrar’s explanations is
suggestive. |
A reference to the deposition of David Pelletier (No. 55), and that of W. H. Ryland,
Esq. (No. 66), together with the statement of John William Hopkins, Esq.,  professional
Architect, -will afford proof of the extent to which prejudice may be carried, and how far
the human imagination, when under the. influence or control of prejudxce, may be
stretched. .
" «That,” as stated by the Petition, “ The Registry Office is of such importanceto the
« public that the Registrar should not be allowed to trifie with'the provisions of the Act
“ regulating it,” there ean be no doubt; but lest the above par(’. of the Petition (widely
- wirculated since it was submitted to the Government, in a printed form, with all the nimes
that were attached to the originall and many since added) should be so interpreted as'to
Yeave sn impression that such has been the case, I have attached to this Report copy of
the communications handed to me by the Registrar, whichfhad, during many years past,
been made by him to the Executive on the state of his offic§ and the working there of the
Registry Law, stewing his anxiety that his office should afferd every possible facility to
" the public in carrying out the object of that Act, and urging sach amendments as to him,
in his long experience as a Registrar, appeared to have become pecessary, and io be
desirable, (3ee Appendix O.)

So desirous has the Registrardpeen that the management of his office should be such ’
that no person could justly complain of it ; and so determined that any unjust complaint
should not pass unnoticed, that on any occasion when (by whatever ‘motive it may have
been suggested) any attack has been made, thereon in the public press, he has lost no time
in tracing out the ‘suthors of any such attack, {o submit it to alegally constituted tribunal
to judge of its merits. In January, 1866, a lotter, sjgned “ A Merchant,” appeared in
the “.Montreal Herald,” commenting on the state of the Registry Office, and referrmg to
an article which had appeared in that paper on the 14th December, 1865, relating to C.
Thibault’s complaiat, which had ‘already been investigated by the Government and
disposed of. The proprietors of thab journal, at the request of Mr. Rylund unhesitatingly
.and politely gave up the name of the « Merohant” as John valvy, and the Reglstmr
instituted against him an action of damages, the pleadings in which case are to be found
in Appendix (P). This appears to be the case mentioned in Mr. Ryland’s answerto the
petition (D). On this subject, I think it would be out of place for me to enlarge,

3
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With respoct to the fecs for’ Registration, no cowplaint has been made of a deviation
from the Tariff regulating them, and indeed such couid seldow veeur, as the large majority
of Deeds registered are deposited by the Nutarics who execute th;,m, and who generally
calculate, before bringing them, the exact amount to bepmd. 1 have seized several oppor-
tunities for testing the correctuesy of such charges wade tv 1udividuals bringing their
own deeds, and have found them o be serupuivusly correct.  Some difference of epinign
bhas existed as to the charges for searches (See Depusitions 12 and 47), and on certificates
on Sheriff’s sales ; but us by the 20 Vie,, cap. 11, see, 6, the Registrar has been declared
# to be uud to have been an Officer of the Coutt, in which any certiticates granted by law
s is filed, so far as regards ull his aets avd duties with 1egard to such certificates and all
“ matters relating therelo, und as regards the taxation of lus fees or costs for any service
“ rendered, or thing done by him with respect to such certiticate, whenever such fees or
“ costs are contested,” T bave considered it beyond the seqpe of my duties to interfere
with, or express au opinion on such poiuts, leaving tu the proper tribunal the exercise of’
its powers.

The delay in the trauscription of Deeds, Wlnch as stated in the deposition of Théod
Doucet, Baq., (No. 3), ose of the leading Notaries ot the City of MontrBal; was much
greater before Jast spring than at present, has leen uccounted for by the great and unre-
munerative labor imposed ou the Registrar in preparing the tickets required to be de-
posited in the Ballot Box, uuder tre provisions uf the Militiu Act, 27 Vie,, cap. 2, sec. 23,
&e. This work is stated by the Registrar to have tuhen the whole staff of his éstablish-
ment from their ordmargoccupatmn such a length of time a> to thiow the transeription m
the office in arrear to a much greater extent than the ordinary working of the present system
geperally keeps it. To remedy the usual delay ocemioned us belure stated, by the limited
number of Registers that can legally be in use at the sume time, I would suggest that, for
deeds of the clusses mentioned in each of the Fou, th and F7fth paragraphs of the 64th see-
tion of the Registry Law, permission be given to the Registoars of Montreal and Quebec to
have in use at the same time two or more voluwes, but that the rranscription therein be sa
arranged that neither volume shall be mdre s advance of the other, than by the document
registered immediately after that in course ot'transcript"uu in the utlu.'r I{' it beconsidered

already ordered section of the RegaLry Law, « jug'\r/w more cﬁec(ual working
of that Act,” will, in a great mensuge, afford a remedy for the evils complained of.

The tardy execution of the above wholesome Statutory Irovistons, made for improv-
ing the Registration System, has caused those intended 1mprovements to bo lost sxght of,
und the very amendments which huve now the saaction of the law are those suggested by
many of the deponents. Those who are aware of the existence of such legislative provi-
sions, urge that immediate effect should be given to them as regards the Registration
Division of Moutreal. F. W. Torrance, Esquire, Advocate, ouc of the professors of Law
at the McGill University, a gentleman, who, as showa by his deposition (No. 45), has had
much to do with the Registry Office, and is, as a large mortgage creditor, deeply, interested
in the well working of the Registration System, says :— The change contemplated in
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“ this system by the preparation of plans and books_nf}mferencc. would be of immense
“ benefit to all having any interest in real estate ; but such a change should be made with
“ the least possible delay, and no expense should bo spared to effect it a¢ once.” I canpot
too urgently recommend that to the Registration Division of Montreal there should be
extended, in the early preparation of such plans and books of reference, every preference
to which its extent, wealth and importance would seem to entitle it.

An opinion is enunciated in the petition submitted to me  that no document should be
retained in the Office for Registration over 15 days,” and ¢ that the Registrar should make
such arrdngcmcizts in his office, that ue ducument will take more than that time to effect
.their registratjon.” However desirabl: it may be that documents deposited for Registra-
tion should be rcturned in a less time than they ave now detained in the Registrar’s Office,
I cannot conceive of any plan by which the dusire of the Petitioners could be effectually
and invariably cdrriedyout, atfording at the same time, to the parties interested, the same
safety and securily, which,are guaranteed by the present system of Registration. Were
the Regrsters completed to any given date, they are liable, under the present system, to
fall, in a few houfs, into such arrcar as could ot be worked up in that é}fl'\y A practice
has long obtained, and still obtains among the Notaries of the City of Montresl, to allow
Deeds executed Hefore them to accumulate until the last day of the period, within which,
by law, they are required.to be registered,.when of the nature to which that partof the
law applies, and then to derasit them with the Registrar for registration. It has occurred
that in one day, so Jarge & number of Deeds, in some cases asmounting to more than 200,
has been presented, as would vecupy many weeks to transeribe. I have seen one Notary
deposit for registration, at the same time, forty-six documents for registration, and another
gentleman of the same profession withdraw from the office sizty-eight documents, left there
for registration some months previously, at or about the same time. As to arrangements
being made by the Registrar to cflect the above desired speed, an acquaintance with the
provisions of the Registry Law, would satisfy any one that no such dtscretxonary power is
given to the Registrar.

Many remedies havel been su"gestcd to cure the evil complained of; among them,
perbaps, the best is that sugg ested by the Registrar himself, in his letter of the 17th
January, 1862, namely : “that all Notaries after a given fixed period, be compelled t0
“ prepare their Deeds on stamped paper of uniform size, to be supplied by the Govern-
“ment, and that in'all cases where registration is necessary, it should be compulsoi‘y on
‘ every Notary to furnish the Registrar with duplicate copies, on both of which the Re-

¢ gistrar should at once affix a corresponding pumber, with o certificate of registration on
“one copy, to be returned to the party caregistering ; the other copy to remain in the
¢ office on record and that the Registrar slould, whenever a snﬁiq:en} number of docu-
‘“ments have been deposited to form a volume, cause them. to be bound together and
“ authentmated ag at present, by the Prothonotary.” (See O, 6).

It has been suggested by Mr. George H. Frothingham; and others, that the syetem
adopted in the City of Boston, would cause business to be expedited- in even a shorter
time than that desired by the Petitioners, but from tho information I obtained from the
Register of the City of Bostoo, it appears that such is not the case, and after o perusal of |
his latter*(Q, 2°, and on examination of ,thg system in operation in that cit}, it will be'-
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readily discovered that the sccurity thereby offered is ig less than that afforded by the
. Lower Canada Registry Law. -

Both of the above plans to be carried into effect, cither by the Original being on, or

ranscribod into loose, flying sheots of paper, to be afterwards boundstogether, are fraught
}vnth danger, by leaving in the hands of the Registrar the exercise of a power wlnch might
or might not be faithfally exeroised.

During my examination of the registors in the office of the Re'nstmtnoh Division of
Montreal, it camt to my knowledge that & number of documents transeribed into the Reg-
isters do pot on the face of them boar that park ofauthenticity which, notwithstanding tho
provisions of the latter part of the 20th seotion of the Registry Law, would constitute

Acopies of them, documents of equal validity as the originals, because they do not bear the
signature of the Notary in whose office the original remains of record. 'To obviate this
cvil practice, which may exist in other Registration Divisions,' I would suggest-that
Regustrars be probibited from receiving for registration any dooument not affording on the
facde of 1 i proof of its being one admissible to registration.

The Registry Law of Upper Canada defines the various documents whxch may be
enrcgistered. A similar provision shonld be extended to Lower Canada.

Notwithstanding I do not consider it s duty imposed onme by eithor the Copmission
or the Warrant heréinbefore mentioned, to make any suggestions for the improvement of
he Registry Law, so often amended by the Legislatare, yet as in the Petition embodying
the comp)amt which I have been ordered to investigate, a desire is expressed that sugges-
tibns for the better management of the office should be made, with such-amendments to the
as may seem important, I have; in reviewing the various wmatters commented on by
thag Petition, made such remarks as may be considered to meet the views of the Petitioners.
Thege suggestions I beg to recapitalate and urgently to bring under the serious Gon-
sideration of Your Excellency and his advisers.
ey will be found to amount in substance to the following :—

1s\, That the form and mode of making marginal notes in the‘Be,,xstcrs shonld be
established by louxslmve engctment, }

20d.\ That provision should, wx’out delay, be made for tho renewal and oonsohdatmn
of all the ‘post Indexes. «

3rd. That the number-of books for the entry of the olass of deeds mentioned in the
“fourth”” aNd “fifth *’ ‘paragraphs of the 64th section of the Re~istry Law be extended
to two or more.

4th, That the plans and books of reference for the Registration Dmslon of Mom,real
be completed aY soon as possible.

5th. That the instruments aid proceedings that may be received by the Registrars
for registration b defined by law. “ ’

All which is\ respectfully submitted, by Your Excellency’s most obedient humble

» gervant.
GEO. FUTVOYE,
Commissioner,

Otiaws, Feb. 23rd, 1867.
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APPENDIX.

A—Warrant fo visit Registry Offices.

B—Commission to onquire into management of Montreal Registry Office.
(J—Petition for investigation. '
D—Registrar’s answer ¢o Petition.

E-—Commissioner’s letter to Registrar.

F—Tabular Statement of state of Registers, November 23, 1866,
G—Public Notice.

H-—Depositionstaken by Commissioner.

I—Correspondence with Registrar.

J—Table of contents of Registers to February 12, 1867.

K—Judgment as to residence of Registrar.

L—Security Bond given by Registrar.

M—Correspondence relating to sureties of Registrar.

N-—DPapers conncoted with C. Thibdult’s complaint.

O—Communications of Registrar to the Exeocutive.

P—Pleadings in case of Ryland vs. Ogilvy.

. Q—Correspondence with Register of the City of Boston.
R—Statemeuts of Mr, Lyman in public press.
S—~Correspondence with the Sheriff in Ogilvie’s case.
T—Correspondence with Deputy Inspector-General.

U—Letter of George "W. Stephens, Esq.
V—Correspondence with Sheriff of Montreal.
W—Letter to Mr. D. Pelletier.

(4)
.PROVINCE OF CANADA.

Excellency the Right Honorable Cmarnes STANLEY, ViscoUNr-MoNck, Baron
Monck of Ballytrammon, in the Couuty of Wozford, Governor General of British
North America, and Captain General and Governor in Chief in and over the Pro-
vinces of Canada, Nova Scotia, New Brunswick and the Island of Prince Edward
and Vice-Admiral 6f the same, &e., &c.; &e. .

Hi

w

Lo George Futvoye, of the City of Quebec, Esquire, Advocate,

- : - GREETING :
Know You that, confiding in your lqurlg, integrity and ability, I, CHARLES STANLEY
ViscouNy Monck, being Goverror General of the Province of Canads, do hereby and
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under the authority in me vested by the ninety-third and one hundred and eleventh sec
tions of the thirty-seventh Chapter of the Consolidated Statutes for Lower Canada,
require and appoint you, the said George Futvoye, to visit the several Registry Officos in
Lower Canada; and to enquire into the condition of such offices, and the registers, books,
ndexes, memorials, documents and the papers therein, appertainiog to such offices, res-
pectively, and to ascertain whether the provisions of the said Act are thercin executed,
according to such instructiony as you may receive from the Honorable tho Attorncy
General for Lower Canada; and I do hereby require that you do report from time to time,-
in writing, the result of ‘the above mentioned enquiries to the Governor of the said
Province. '

GIvEN under my Hand and Seal at Aruis, 2t the Government House, in the City
of QUEBEC, in the said Provinee, this TWENTIETH day of May, in the year of
our Lord, onc thousand ecight hundred and sixty-two, and iz the Twenty-fifth
year of Her Majgsty’s Reign.

MONCK.
By Command,

CHARLES ALLEYN, Secrctary.

’ B)
- SECRETARY'S OFFICE,

A Ottawa, 6th November, 1866.

Str,—I have the honor to transmil to you herewith, a Commission appointing you
Commissioner to enquire into complaints preferred against George H. Ryland, Esq.,
Registrar of the Registration Division of Montreal.

1 alsb enclose the papers preferring the complaint, which you will be good enough to
return, when done with.

I'will thank you for an acknowledgment of the receipt of this letter and of its
contents, ¢

I have the honor to be, Sir,
«  Your most obedient servant,

E. PARENT,
GEoRGE FurvoYe, Esq., Montreal. Assist. Secretary.

. PROVINCE OF CANADA.

His Excellency The Right Honorable CnaRLES StaNLEY, ViscounNT Monck, Baron
Monck of Ballytrammon, in the County of Wexford, in the Peerage of Ircland, and
Baron Monck of Ballytrammon, in the.Coupty of Wexford, in the Peerage of the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, Governor General' of British North
America, and Captain General and Govérnor in Chief in and over the Provinces of
Canada, Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, and the Island of Prince Bdward, and Vice-
Admiral of the same, &e., &c., &e. .

To all to whom these Presents shall come, or whom the same may in anywise concern
'’ ] . . 3

. GREETING @

WHEREAS certain complaints have been preferred against George Herman Ryland,
Edquire, Registrar for the Regjstration Division of Montreal ; Now Know Yg, that
under and pursuant to the provisions of the thirteenth Chapter ot the Consolidated Sta-
tutes of Canads, intituled, ¢ An Act respecting enquiries concerning Public Matters and
Official Notices,” the autlority in me thereby vested and by and with the advice and
consent of Hor Majesty’s Executive Council, for the said Province, I have, nominated,
coustituted and appointed, and by thesc presents do nominate, coustitute and appoint
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P e e

GEORGE Furvov, of the City 'of Ottawa, in the County of Carletou, Esquire, to be
Commissoner to enquire into the said complaipts, and"I do hereby authorize and empower
him, the said George Futvoye as such Commissioner, to summon before him any party or
witnesses, and fo.require them to give evidence on oath, orally or in writing (or on
solemn affirmation, if such pfrties be eatitled to affirm in'civil matters), and to produce
such documents and things, as he, the said (ieorge Futvoye, may deem requisite to the
full investigation of the matters and thiugs ‘sforesaid. To have and to hold the said
Office of Commissioner, for the purposes aforesaid unto him, the said George Futroye,
duriog pleasure; and I do hereby require that the said Commissioner do report the result
of the above mentioned investigation with all convenient speed to thé Governor of the
said Provinee for the time being. ' .

Given under my IHand and Seal at Arms, at Ottawa, this twenty-pinth day of October,

' in the year of our Lord ouec thousand eight hundred and sixty-six, and in the
Thirtieth year of Iler Majesty’s Reigu.

N . MONCK.

By Commaad, \ -
E. A. MEREDITH, dssist. Secretury.

(Endorsed.) .

T do hereby certify that the within named George Futvoye, Esquire, personally ap-
peared before me this day and took and subscribed the oath of Office, as Commissioner to
enquire into complaints against George H. Ryland, Registrar of the Registration Division
of Montreal. .

(. E. SCHILLER,

Montreal, 25rd Nov., 1866. . ' Com. per Ded. Pot.

© \
To His Excellency the Right Honorable CHARLES STANLEY ViscounTt MONCK, Gove%‘n';'
General of British North America, &e¢., &c., &e.

The Petition of the Members of the Board of Trade, Merchants and other ¢citizens of
Montreal, ¢

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH :.

First.—That the management of the Registry Office for the Registration Division of
Montreal, is the cause of much anxiety to your Petitioners, property holders, purchasers of
property and lenders of money on mortgage, as well us to all who have occasion to Register
documénts under the provisions of Cap. 37 of the Consolidated Statutes of Lower Canada,
intituled, ¢ An Act respecting the Registration of titles to or charges upon real estate, the
law of hypothecs, the dower aud property of married women and the conveyance of soccage
lands.”

Second,—That your Petitioners are informed that documents sent for Registration are
not registered for six to eight months after the time they are-lodged at the office,
causing a feeling of insecurity and doubt whether Registration will follow in the order
intended by the above mentioned Aect, and are of opinion that no document should be re-
tained in the office for Registration over fifteen days, and that the Registrar should make
such arrangements in his office that no document will take more than that time to effect
the enregistration, and if’ that cannot be done in the form required by the said Act, that
the Act should be so amended that it can be accomplished. '

Third.—That by the 108rd section of the above mentionied Act, it is provided that
“ Every Registrar shall residé within five leagues of his office,” in contravention of which
the Registrar of Montreal hos been living at Picton, in ‘Canada West, a distance of 80
leagues from this city. -

Fourth~That by a report farnished by George Futvoye, Eaq., to your Excellency, on
the condition’ of the Registry Office of Montreal, in 1862, it was shown that the Registrar
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had neglected the requirements of the 48, 49, 60, 61, 62, 97, 103 and 107th sections of
the suid Act. : T

Fifth~—That your Petitioners belicve that the security for the Registrar should be -
inoreased to four persons, the number limited by the 102nd section of the said Act, who
should be approved of yearly, or that they should justify ongreal estate so that the security
may bé made permanent. o

Sixth.—That the office is of such importance to the public, that the Registrar should
not be allowed to triflc with the provisions of the Act regulfting his office, and that his
attendance at his office should be in strict conformity with-the said Act.

Seventh.—That it is desirable that s Commission be appointed to enquire into the
working of the Registry Office of the Begistration Division of Montreal, and to report whether
the present Registrar continues to neglect any of the requirements of the said Act, and
that, in the opinion of Your Petitioners, such Commission should consist of two Attor-
neys, two Notaries, and two Merchants, who should make suggestions for the better man-
agement of the Office, andBuch amendments to the Act as they may deem important.

Wherefore, generally and ntore specially for the reasons herein set forth, Your Peti-
tioners respeotfully pray Your/Excellency to cause such a Commission to be issued, and
such amendments to be made on the aforesaid Act, as will allay the gencral teeling of dis-
satisfaction in the commuuity, and place the management of the Office on 2 safe and re-
liable footing with as littlo delay as possible.

And your Petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

(No date)
H. Stephens. J. Redpath.
Wiliam Workman. Louts Boyer.
Joh\ Frothingham. Louis Boyer, Fils.
Hugh Allan, Hubt. Paré.
Wiltiam Molson. Thomas R. Johnson.

" John H. R, Molson. W. A. Connolly.
Wm. Murray. . Robert Leckie.
John Sinclair. . John Sterling.
Edwd. M. Hoplins. Archd. Laurie.

A. Cross. Wm. Benjamin.
George N. Frothingham. Gordon G. Mackenzie.
Thomas Workman. W. H. Clare.

David Torrance. : George Winks.

H. Sache. George Ringland.

J. W. Baker. John Ewart.

Henry Mulholland. James Douglas.
Samuel Barland. W. & R. Muir.

John Taylor. William Dow.

N. 8. Whitney. John Caverhill.

J. Mc Lennan, President Board of Trade. Wm. Adams, Jr.

W. Darling. - - Heiry Lyman, I'reas’r. Board of Trade,
D. Masson. James Law.

D. Masson & Co. F. Macculloch.
Wm. F. Laghthall, N. P. J, Barsalou.

L. Belanger. G. D. Ferrier.
Amablec Prevost. Jeffery, Bros. & Co.
D. Girouard. Hugh Fraser.

1. II. Isaacson. Geo. Hagar.

' Walter Marriage. H. A. Nelson.
Thomas D. Proctor. E. N. Greene.
John B. Helliwell. W. W. Ryan.

J. E. Mullin. Thomas Rimmer!
Walter Macfarlan, J. Fairbairn.
Wm. Stephen & Co. . C. A. Starke,

* Vide deposition No. 30,
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C. P. Davidson.,

John J. Arnton.

W. Darling & Co.
Andrew Maefa.rlaue & Co.
T. Crathern.

Foulds & Hodgson.
Fitzpatrick & Moore.

A. Walker.

Btevenson, Sutherland & Co.

Thomas Mussen.
Villencuve & Lacaille.
John Thompson.

C. 0. Beauchemin & Valois.

Z. Chapeleau.
Eus. Senécal.
J. B. Rolland.
A. 4. Wilson.
Sancer & Frére.
David Morrison.
Frs. Leclaire.
J, H. Joseph,
J. D. Rolland.
A. Gelinag. <
T. 1. Galarneau.
John Pratt.
Thomas Wilson.
O. Berthelet.
A. Larocque.

A. Lusignan.
Joseph érenier
Albert Furniss.

T. Tiffin.

William Macdougall.
C. & L. Dubois.

Alex, Bantin & Co.
William Minchin & Co.
Ira Gould.

J. E. Kirkpatrick.
Nelson Davis.

Phillips & Co.
Leeming & Buchanan
D. Butters.

Thomas May & Co.
Wn. Nivin & Co.

R. 8. Oliver. .
A. W. Ogilvie & Co.
Thomas A. Crane.
Thomas Watson.

G. F. Prowse.

David Brown.
William Ross.

E. Lyman Mills.
Thdmas Caverhill.

B. & 8. H. Thompson.
William Hobbs.
Thomsas Gordon.
Andrew Hayes. |
Lyz;mns, Clare & Co.

k)

‘Robert Simms & Co.

G. & D. Shap.
M. Laing.

D. P. Jan

James E. 8]01‘
Robert 5nderson.

J ohn \hott

A. Dgbord.

Pierte Hudon.
Nay. Valois.

J./A. Gravel.
Ferdinand Perrin.
Heury & Swain.
Adolphe Roy & Co.

. N- B. Desmarteau. -

J. Leclair.

¥ J. Beliveau.
Jer. Grenier.

G. L. Rolland.
Joseph Tiffin.
Kerry, Bros, & Orathern. '
A. Baird.

A. Laurie & Co
James MceDougall.
John Greenshields.
Joseph Walker,
Andrew Law.

W. E. Phillips.
Geo. W, Benton.
Philip H, Holland.
James Mitchell.

E. F. Ames.
Thomas Leeming.

Jahn Whyte, Official Assxgnee

John Plimsoll,

James Court, do

L. Beaudrg/, Manager Estate Masson.
L. Marchand.

Bdwin Atwater.

‘Charles H. Gould.
Walter H. Warner.

. Geo. P. Brush.

Theodore Hart.
Alexander Mitchell.
John Rankin.

John Rhynas.

James Hutton.

M . Cochrane.

h Mathewson.
Empey, Johaston & Co.
Gault, Bros, & Co.

T. J. Claxton & Co.
Lewis, Kay & Co. -
C. E. Seymour.

Morland, Watson & Co.”
Kingan, Wlnmng & Mair,
Ringland, Ewart & Co.



oy

- B ———

H. W. Ircland. MeCulloch, Jatk & Co.
Q. C. Snowdon & Co. A Charlebois & Co.
Munderloh & Steencken. Fred. Glacknieyer.
Prerre Delorme. Thomas A. Haines.
C. G. Dagg. Melachlan, Bros. & Go.
H. B. Smith. J. Hingsten & Co.
J. Henry Evaps, Joseph May.

Lewis, Kay & Co. W. & B. Francis.

A. Robertson & Co." James Popham & Co.
Baukhage, Beak & Co. © Joseph N. Hall & Co.
Scltfieider, Bond & Co. * Edward Hagar & Co.
Linton & Cooper. James Root & Co.
John A. Leclere. | Jos. Grenier.

D. McBurney. Juo. Henderson.
Brown & Childs. E. E. Shelton.
George McIver. A. Ramsay & Son.
Rice Sharpley. . Geo. Wilkes.
Benjamin Dagfon. W. 8. Davenport.
‘Wm. Dangerfield. Mauriee Curvillier.

J. & T. Bell. . - P. Lobertson.

D. Gorrie. James Donnelly.

R. J. Deving. ~ . ‘ David Maclean & Co.
Edward Thompson. _/-/) William 8. Evans. ~
Heunry Starpes. R. Campbell & Co.
dohn Leeming. George Moffatt.
James Adams Mathewson. M. H. Seymour
Arthur Fisher, M. D. McCulloeh Bros.
James 8. Evans, . West, Brothers.
Robert Wood.

(Those talicised attended. The other petitivners, though noufied, failed to attend).

NN

REecistrY UFFICE, .
Montreal, 22nd May, 1866.

S1r,—~Owing to my temporary abseuce in Kingstou, where I was required to meet
the Bishop of Ontario and other gentlemen, relative tu the transfer of property for the
proposed Ontario College, T did nut reccive your official communication of the 11th instant
till yesterday.

Before making any remarks upou the document purporting to be the' Petition of the
members of the ¢« Board of Trade,” it may, perhaps. bé as well that His Excellenoy the
Governor General should-kuow how and for what purpose it was got up.

Several anonymous attacks on my office havivg, in the early part of the winter,
appeared o the Montreal Herald, 1 called upon its Editors to give up the author. They
at once stated that the writer wasa Mr. Jobn Ogilvy,* with whom I had previously had
misunderstanding ou a matter altoggther of a personal nature.

To put a stop to such unprincipled conduet, I at once gave instructions to wy lawyer
to take proceedings against him. (Vide P.) -

Subsequently this gentleman and Mr. Harrison Stephens (neither of whom, to my
knowledge, cver entered the Registry Office of Moutreal, or had any business transactions
with it), employed a lawyer by the name of Mucree to draw up a Petition, which, by a little
{rmnnagemenb, they conceived might be forwarded to the Governor General by the Board of

rade. :

Several copies were printed and given to a young lawyer, a son of Mr. Stephens

* Vide depositions 1, 32 and 38,
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€Vide Dep. 46); o Mr. Whiteliead (Vids Dep. 16), whose sister was married to Mr.
gilvy’s brother, and « notorious character of the nawme of Whyte, who had openly
sdeclared his intention to do me all thd injury in his power in revenge for the issue of a
“fransaction in which he had been defeated 18 years ago.

4  These three mon procgeded from house to house and Ifrom store to store, using Mr.
:‘Harrison Stepheus’ name as a decoy 10 mduce other business men to sign the Petition,

‘Yepresenting that it was merely a Potitivn 1o the (overnment to carry out =ome suggestions

§f Mr. Futvoye to simplify registration.

*\‘ Working in this way, it is not to be wondered at that sambers believiug in the

¢#tatoment, and knowing nothing of the working of the Registry Office, with which few
0f them had ever had ary trausactions, shoukl, without even reading the Petition, affix
their signatures to it.

. Having procured what they considured a suficiont endorsement, Mr. Whyte prevailed
iSu his conpbection, Mr. Darlineg, who was the Chairman of the Committee of the Bourd of
Trade, to adopt and carry it threuch that Body. .

4 T was perfectly aware at the time of what was going on. and consulted the Attorney
‘General East upon the subject, shewinz hin how powerless 1 was, without the support of
the Government, against a conspiracy of' this kind.
“%  On looking over the nsmes, Ilix Exeellew?y will observe that'with three very insigoi-
‘ficant exceptions, nonc of the professional gentlemen of Montreal, through whom, I way
ainfely say, the whole business transactions with the Registry Office are conducted, have
sigoed, though all were individually aud repestedly urged to do so.
3. It was, indeed, from the leading lawyers and nomries,#ho were indigoant at the
;’hole proceeding, that I learnt the tacts of the case.
{ 86 much for the manner in which the Petition was got up ; now fur the cowplaints
‘et forth :—
% Premising that no single instapee i~ or can be alleged of & mistake haviog been
Anade by the Registrar, or of a party having- <uffered loss through his neglect or instru-
amentality, the whole gist of the Petition resolves itself iuto two complaints : Pirst, That
@he Petitioners-are informed that documents seat for Registration are not registered for
-Hx or-eight months after they are lodged at the office. Secondly, That the Registrar
-does not reside as required by law, within five leacues of his office.
Disposing of the last charge first, I would remark that, during the last Term of the
Huperior Court in Montreal, it was proved on oath, in contradiction to the plea set*forth
Jy Mr. Ogilvy’s Attorney, that I was and had been for years a resident of Montreul.
% Itis true that Mrs. Ryland has, on account of her health, resided with her family in
;:fcton, and I have occasionally, during the heat of summer, goae up to sec them ; but
eir residing there no more affects my residence here than does the residing of His
Kxcellenoy’s family in England affect his residence in Canadas
4 Asregards the delay in entering deeds deposited in my office, the same complaint
‘May be made of the Quebeo Office, which is admirably conducted, where deeds are
:petained muoh longer.
3% This is not the'fault of the Registrar, but of the law, which is compulsory, requiting
i$bat all deods shall be registered consecutively, according to their numbers, and we are
allowed only one book for Deeds of Sale, and one book for Obligations, in each of which
person ONLY can write at a time ; delay is unavoidable, though I have done every
ing in my power to avoid it, by having relays of clerks, who write from seven o’clook
the morning, till seven o’clock at night (Vide Depositions 59, 60, 61, 62).

My cletks, I may here remark, are all professional men, and the most efficient writers
¢ are to be had. I may add, that owing to the large amount of property expropristed
the Corporation, and the obligation imposed upon us by the new law, compelling us to
e certificates against special propertics, without being furnished with plans and books
i reference, which ghould have been provided at the time the Act came into operation,
x:n sometimes compelled to take my best writers from their legitimate work, to make
sarches, which under the preseat Tariff, and the dilapidated state of our Indices, do ot

,

unerate us for our actual outlay.
But the interests of no individual is affected by a delay in copying the Deeds
posited for Registration into our books, for the instant they are handed, in, they are
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pumbered, fyled, indexed, minuted, and the period of deposit on the book, so that to all
intents and purposes as regards the securing the rights of the Depositor, the Registration
is effeoted from that moment, and as he can at all time have access gratis to his deed, he
can in no way be injured by the Document being left for a less or greater period in a
place of perfect seourity, particularly as ho carries away with him a receipt shewing the
number of his Deed, and the period of Registration.

So satisfied, indeed, are some business men who understand the matter, that they bave
left their Deeds unclaimed in the office, for ten or more years, knowing that in a moment,
on application, they can get them back.

Trusting that these explanations will be deemed sufficient by His Excellency the
Governor General, I would, in conclusion, respectfully remark, that I can have no objec-
tion to the appointment of a Commission to examine into the working of the Office under
my oare, if the Government consider it expedient. I was selected by Lord Metoalfe,
under very unpleasaut circumstances, to take charge of it, becauss ho was pleased to think
we eminently qualified for the post, particularly at a time when it would have been
dangerous to the public interests to have placed an inexperienced person in charge of the
Department. . ’

That I have conscientiously endeavoured, under most difficult and adverse ciroum-
stances, faithfully to discharge the duties confided to me, every unprejudiced man will
admit, and I unhesitatingly say, that there is not a business man having transactions with
the office who is not satisfied that under the present faulty system, the Department could
not be more satisfactorily conducted. .

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your most obedient servant,

(Signed,) ©  G. H. RYLAND,

Er. Parent, Esq., :
Assistant Provineial Seorstary, &c., &e.

——

(®)
CrowN LaAw. DEPARTMENT,
Ottawa, Oot. 26, 1866.

818,—I have the honor to inform you that I have received instructions from the
Honorable the Attorney General for Lower Canada to visit the Registry Office of the
Registration Division of Montreal, under the provisions of the ninety-third and the one
hundred and eleventh sections of the thirty-seventh chapter of the Consolidated Statutes
for Lower Canada, (A) and that by a Commission (B) issued under the provisions of the
thirteenth chapter of the Consolidated Statutes of Canada, I am directed to hold an enquiry
into 8 complaint against the alleged mismanagement of that office, made by Petition (C)
signed by seversl merchants and others of the City of Montreal.

So soon as my other duties will admit of my temporary absence from the Seat of
Government, I sball proceed to the performance of the duties imposed on me as above.
This will probably be shortly after the middlé of November noxt.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your most obedient servant.

GEO. FUTVOYE.

~ @. H. RYLAND, Eszﬁ
Registrar, Montreal.
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Rec1sTERS FROM NovEMBER 1st, 1861 T0 NovEMBER 23RD, 1866.
Sales and Obligations.

Offico Numbers given

Register. N{,’(‘)ff Date of first entry, l to Instruments. Nate of last entry.
o
B 60 July 15, 1861 30,284  to 31,650 Nov. 5, 186l
Gl Nov. 5, 1861 31,647 to 33,333 Mar¢h 6, 1862
62 Oct. 18, 1861 31,549 to 32,741 May 6, 1863
63 March 16, 1862 32,334 to 33,055 - June 21, 1862
64 May 6, 1862 32,742 to 34,142 Dec. 17, 1862
65 Juoe 21, 1862 33,057 to 33,711 Oct, 13, 1862
66 Oct. 13, 1862 33,712 to 34,317 Jan. 14, 1863
67 Jan., 14, 1863 34,818 to 34,981 April 17, 1863
68 Dec. 18, 1863 34155  to 25614 July 20, 1863
69 _April 17, 1863 24,982 to 35,604 July 18, 1863
70 July 20, 1863 35,605 to 36,286 Uct. 26, 1863
3l July 21, 1863 35618 to 36,954 Jan. 16, 1864
73 Jan. 18, 1864 36,955 te 38,162 May 27, 1864
78 Oct, 26, 1863 | 36,288 to 36,991 Jan. 22. 1864
14 Jan. 22, 1864 36,892 to April 8, 1864
5 April 6, 1864 37,662 to June 9, 1864
6 June 9, 1864 38,292 to Aug. 27, 1864
7 May 27, 1864 38,167  to Oct. 22, 1864
8 Aug. 29, 1864 38,937 to Nov. 28, 1864
79 Nov, 3, 1864 39,573 to Feb. 9, 1865
80 Oct. 23, 1864 39,475  to Feb. 25, 1865,"
81 Feb. - 9, 1865 40,334 to April 13, 1865
82 Feb. 25, 1865 40,505 to June 21, 1865
83 April 13, 1865 40,971  to July &, 1865
84 July b, 1865 41,701  to Oct. 17, 1866
86 Jane 21, 1865 41,575  to Oct. 31, 1865
86 Oct. 19, 1863 42,433 to Dee. 30, 1866
87 . Oct. 31, 1865 42,534 1o Mar, 14, 1866
88 Dee. 31, 1865 43044 to Mar. 6, 1866
89 Mareh 9, 1866 43,593 to May 19, 1866
90 March &, 1866 43,965 1o Aug. 10, 1866
91 May, 21, 1866 44,219 to Aug. 4, 1866
Memorials. :
A 2 Dec, 13, 1847 889 to 1,448 July 26, 1866
Wills.
BA 3 Aug, 15, 1859 22,662 to 33,101 June 37, 1863
4 July 21, 1862 33,211 to 43,138 Jan. 12, 1866
5 Jane 221866 I s 43,205 to 44,567 July 24, 1866
Marriage Contracts.
= 2 Rt =Tz .iwd
BB 6 Aug. 21, 1860 ‘28,385 to 33534 | Sept. 10, 1862
1 Sept. 12, 1862 53543  to 40,077 Jan, 38, 1865
8 Jan. 3, 1865 40,080 to 43,572 March 3, 1866
9 March 8, 1866 43,513 to 44,681 Aug, 1, 1866
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Judgments.
ST LTS SR T T gl -
;
Registor. Ng,'ol?fl Date of first entry. Oﬁ’;zoll;l;:::‘l:‘e;:n%;vcn Date of last entry.
l a
{ N T
BC 3 I Nov. 3, 1858 24,788  to 33,744 April 14, 1864
‘ 4 l April 18, 1864 37,186 to  45.216 l Oct. 15. 1866
> ~ nd \"
Deeds of " Partnership.
TR T T L LT = ‘ <
D of C. ! 1 l July 10,1849 . 1t 2,705 l June- 2, 1865
HEH] i June 6, 1865 2,706 . to 3,040 l July 24, 1866
[
Debentures.
4 ——
D l 7 I " Xug. 15, 1861 - 30,472 to 31,172 t Aug. 15, 1861
)

ENQUIRY -INTO THE MANAGEMENT QOF THE REGISTRY OFFICE OF THE
REGISTRATION DIVISION OF MONTREAL.

Any person desirous of giving evidence or information in relation to an enquiry now
being made by me, into the management of the above office, is requested to attend thereat
any day, between the hours of 10 a.m., and 3 p,m., from now until the 10th instant.

GEQ. FUTVOYE,

Commissioner under chap. 13 of the

.

RecisTeY OFFICE,
Montreal, 2nd January, 1867,

" ———

Consolidated Statutes of Canada.

APPENDIX (H).

DEPosiTIONS, STATEMENTS, &C.

Index: to Appendiz (H).

1. William Molson. -18. Nathaniel S. Whitney.
2. William Darling. 14. James S. Hunter, N. P.
3. Theod Doucet, N. P. 15. John Redpath.
4, Hubert Paré. 16. Gilbert Soott.
5. Louis Boyer. 17. Joseph Belle, N. P.
6. John Frothingham. 18. Henry O. Andrews.
7. Charles S. Rodier. . 19. Thomas W. Ritchie.
8. George H. Frothingham. 20, Henry Lyman.
9. John Sinclair, 23. Joseph Barsalou.
10, Joseph E. O. Labadie, N. P 22, Joseph Senez.
11, Thomas Workman. 23. Emmanuel Messier.
12, Edwaxd M. Hoplfins. 24. A. A. Wilson.
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25. Isase Jones Gibb, N. P. 48. O. J. Devlin, N. P.
26. %. Chapeleau, 49. Henry Jackson.
27. David Morrison. | 50. Thomas Ritckie.
28. John Pratt. . 51. W. I.-Lighthall, N. P,
29. Olivier Berthelet. -~ 52, J. H. Isaacson, N. P. ©
30. Alfred Larocque. | 93. E. P. ¥rechette, N. .
31. A. W. Ogilvie. , 54. Charles Phibault.,
32. Andrew Robertson. ' 55. David Pelletier.
33. Pierre Delorme. 56. John Hoolahan.
34. Joseph Ant. (xalarneau. | 57. Anthony Brogan.
35. Louis Beaudry. , 98. J. A, Perkins.
36. Arthur Fisher, M. D. . 99. J. A. Levert, N. P.
37. F. Macculloch. 60. Benjamin Durand.
38. John McLenuan. 61. Joseph Senez.
39. E. E. Shelton. 62. Emmanuel Meéssiet.
40. Adolphe Roy. 63. John Whyte.
41. J. A. Mathewson. 64. Alexander Cross, Q. C.
42. Joseph Leveillé. 65. John Lloyd.
43. Thomas Morland. 66. W. H. Ryland.
44, W. J. Patterson. 67. William Workman.
45, F. W. Torrance. 63. J. W. Hopkins.
46. George W. Stephens. 69. Thomas Rimmer.
47, Thomas Craig. 70. George Shaw.

(No. 1)

The deposition of WiLLiaM MovLsoN, of the City of Montreal, Esquire.

I am a large landed proprietor in the City of Montreal. [ am oneof the signers to
the Petition for an investigation into the management of the office of the Registrar for
the Registration Division of Montreal, which I signed at the request of some person who
presented it to me at the Molson’s Bank, and on a rumor that there was unnecessary delay
in the expediting business in that office. I signed it as many people sign petitions.

’ 1 bave no complaint to make against the Registrar. I have never, to my knowledge,
suffered finy loss by any defect in the registration of deeds affecting my properties. I
have no knowledge of the long delay mentioned in the second clause of the Petition. My
business, as to the security of my properties by proper deeds and registration is_entrusted
to Messts, Gibb & Hunter,* Notaries Public, of this City. In signing the Petition in
question, I did not read it, and was and am unacquainted with its details. I signed
simply at the request to have an investigation made. Mr. Jobn Ogilvy, one of the
Directors of the Molson’s Bank, wa$ one of -the persons who complained that his papers

could not be got out of the Registrar’s office. .
(Signed,)  -WILLIAM MOLSON.

Sworn before me, at the City of Montreal,
the 28th day of November, 1866.
N (Signed,) -Geo. FuTvoye,
. Commissioner.

(No. 2.)
The deposition of WILLrayM DARLING, of the City ofontreal, Esquire.’

Iam a landed proprietor of the City of Montreal, and one of the signers to the
Petition for an investigation into the management of the Registry Office for the Registra-
tion Division of Montreal. I wm aware of the contents of that Petition, and was so at the

¢ See depositions Nos. 14 and 25.



28

time I signed it at the Board of Trade, by which body it wps prepared. Individually I
have been put to incouvenience by not being able to get from the Registry office, for
Eeriods varying from six, nine and twelve months (as stated to me by Notaries whom 1

ave employed to pass deeds requiring registration), documents deposited there for regis-
tration. The Notaries I allude to are Théod Doucet, James Smith and Gibb & Hunter.*
As far as T know at present I have not suffered from any irregularity in the registration ot
deeds affecting any of my properties, nor am I aware of any irregularity existing.

(Sigued,) WM. DARLING.
Sworn before me, at the City of Montreal,
the 28th day of November, 1866, -
(Signed,) Geo. Furvove, ’
Commissioner.

(No. 3.)
The deposition of THEOD DoucET, of the City of Montreal, Notary Public.

I am a proprietor of real estate in the City of Montreal, and as such, but more parti-
cularly as a Notary Public, bave "considerable business with the Registry Office for the
Registration Division of Montreal. I am not one of the signers of .the Petition praying
for an investigation into that office. Therc was considerable delay in obtaining documents.
from the Registrar’s office until last spring, since which arrears have been worked up,
and I do not consider that a gregter delay is occasioned there than is entailed by the
system of registration established by law, which allows only a limited number of Registers
in which certain documents can be transcribed after registration. I have not, nor am I
aware that any of my clients have suffered any loss or inconvenience from such delay,.
except that a second copy of a notarial deed may have been required to obtain the Registrar’s
duplicate certificate of registration at once in very pressing matters, and in whith cases.
proof of registration was immediately shown. .

(Signed,) T. DOUCET.

Sworn before me, at the City of Montreal,
the 28th day of November, 1866. ;
(Sigued,) Geo. Furvoye,
Commissioner.

[ Translation.] - (No. 4)
The depasition of HUBERT PARE, of the City of Montreal, Esquire.

I am proprietor of real estate in the City of Montreal, and have had ‘business” with
the Registrar of the Registration Division of Montreal, to enregister my deeds. I signed
the petition seeking an enquiry into the management of the above Registrar's Office,
because some one presented it to me, and I had heard say that there were complaint:
sgainst that office ; but individually I have never suffered any loss, but I have been.tw
the office several times for deeds that I had left there, without being able to get them a:
they were not ready. I have no complaint to make against the Registrar personally
‘Whenever I have been to that office I have found there either the Registrar orhis Deputy

and further deponent saith not.
(Signed,) HUBERT PARE.
Sworn before me, at the City of Montreal,
this 29th day of November, 1866.
(Sigaed,) Geo. Furvoye,
Commissioner.

*Seo depositions Nos, 3,14 and 25,
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(No. 5.)

"The deiaosition of Louts Bover, of the City of Montreal, Esquire.

I am g large proprietor of real estate in the City of Montreal, and as such have much
business with the Registry Office for the Rogistration Division of Montreal. I am onc of
the signers to the petition, as shewn by my real signature attached to it. The only com-
plaint I have to make against the office of the Registrar is the long time before which
deeds can be got therefrom after registration. The deeds 44,329, 44,360, 44,540, the
first enregistered on the 6th of Junc, and the two last on the 11th August last, were with-
drawn by me only to day. My son can tell whether they had been applied for before®
T have never suffered from any irregularity in the registration of deeds, but have suffered
some inconvenience from the delay in the transcription of deeds in that office.

And further deponent saith not.

(Signed,) LOUIS BOYER.
Sworn before me, at the City of Moutreal,
the 29th day of November, 1866.
(Signed,) Geo. PoTvoYE,
Commissioner.

(No. 6.)
The deposition of JoEN FROTHINGHAM, of the City of Montreal, Esquire.

1 am a proprietor of considerable real property in the City of Montreal, and as such
have had business with the Registry Office in question, but my transactions with that
office are generally attended to by my Notary, Théod Douocet, Esquire, or by M. M. Gibb &
Hunter.t T am one of the signers to the petition above meationed, which I signed in
consequence of the general complaint that the delay in obtaining from that office docu-
ments deposited for registration was too great. I have never suffered by any irregularity
in the registration of Deeds in that office nor by the delay in returning docuwments, except
the inconvenience resuting theréfrom. I do not know of any case in which a deed has
been detained six or ¢ight months in the Registrar’s office after deposit therein. I am
not personally aware that the Registrar lias not been for some years pas?' o resident of the
City of Montreal nor that he has.] The petition was, I beliove, brought to my store for
signature, and I signed it as people generally sign such petitions, knowing thd general

tenor without entering into details. -
. (Signed), JOHN FROTHINGHAM.
Sworn before me, at the City of Montreal,
the 29th day of November, 1866.
(Sizned,) GEeo. I'UTVOYE,
Commissioner.

No.7.) .

The deposition of CEARLES SERAPHIN RoDIER, of the City of Montreal, Esquire,
Advocate. )

Tam the owner of considerable reai property in the City of Montreal, of which
Municipality I bave been four years the Mayor, and was during more than twelve years a
member of the City Council, and sm well acquainted with nearly all the landed proprietors
in the city. As s proprietor I have had business with the Registry Office, both directly
and through the medium of my Notaries,§ Mr. Belle, Mr. Fréchette and others, and have

* Mr, Boyer, junr,, was called on several times, but falled to attend.~G. F.
t Vide depositions Nos, 3 and 14.

} Vide appendix K.

§8e05 dopositions Nos. 19 and. 53.
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never had occasion to complain of any irregularity or negligence in the registration of
deeds there deposited for that purpose. On the contrary, I have received every attention
there, nnd recolleot that on onc occasion, having lost the Ticket given to me at the time of
deposit of a deed, it was carefully looked for and delivered to me duly cnregistered. As
regards the delay petween registration or deposit, and the delivery after transcription, I
have myself often requested the Registrar to take time rather than. exposing myself to
error by hurrying them through. I have never suffered any loss by the conduct of that
office, and am quite satisfied with the management of the same.
: (Signed,)  CHS. S. RODIER.

Sworn before me, at the City of Moutreal,
the 29th day of November, 1866.
(Signed,) GEo0. Furvoye,
Commissioner.

(No. 8)
The deposition of Georat II. FroTHiNcuAM, of the City of Montreal, Esquire.

I own real property in the City of Montreal. I am one of the signers. to the Petition
for an investigation into the management of the Registry Office in’ the City of Montreal.
I am not a member of the Board of Trade, but am a merchant doing extensive business
in the City of Montreal. I have bad business with that office for the registration of
deeds, and have no reason to complain of anything, except the delay in obtaining
deeds after their being deposited for registration, and in their being trauseribed into the
Regiuters, extending to three or four months, I know nothing as to the Registrar's
residence,* in or out of the Uity, or of his attendance ‘at his office. Whenever I have
been to the office my business has been transacted by some persod in attendance. The
same delay does not exist in the City of Boston, where deeds can be returned within two
or three days.§ I consider that a system which may work well in the country parts would
not suit a large city like Montreal. I am not acquainted with the requirements of the
Registry Law. I am one of the officers of the Montreal Permancnt Building Society. -

(Signed,)  GEORGE .H. FROTHINGHAM.

Sworn before me, at the City of Montreal,
. .the 30th day of Nov., 1866.
’ (Signed,) GEo. Furvove, .
Commissioner.

(No. 9.)

"The deposition of JonN SINCLAIR, of the City of Montreal, Esquire.

Property owned by me in the City of Montreal requires me to have business with the
Registry Office for the due protection of my interests, by the registration of my deéds,
which, however, has been attended to by my Attorney, ¥'. W. Torrance,{ Esquire. Per-
sonally I have no complaint to make against the management of that Registry Office, but
there is a general complaint abroad that the delny in the transeription of documents there

registered is too great.
: (Signed,)  JOHN SINCLAIR.

Sworn before me, at the City of Montreal,
the 30th day of November, 1860.
(Signed,) GEeo. Furvoye,
Commissioner.

¢ Vide Appendix K.
t See Appendix Q.
1 See deposition No. 45:
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(No. 10.) -

The deposition of Joseru 1. 0. Lasapig, of the City of Montrpal, Esquire, Notary
Pablic. .

T am a proprietor of real estate in the City of Montreal, aud as such as well as in my
capacity of Notary have frequent business with the Registry Office and have no reason to
complzin of the management of that office, tut great inconvenience is expericnced by the
delay in the transcription of registered deeds, but this is attributable to the system by
which the number of Registers is limited, rather than to any negligence on the part of the
Registrar, who has always politcly attended to any bysiness I have had with the office.
Neither myself nor any of my clientshave tomy knowledge suffered by any irregularityin the
registration of deeds in that office, nor in scarches there made. In any case where im-
mediate use of an enregistered document has been required,” the inconvenience has been
removed by the party taking a second copy of the deed and obtaining a duplicate certificate
of registration from the Registrar.

g (Signed,) 4. E. 0. LABADIE.
Sworn before me, at the City of Montreal,
thes30th day of November, 1866.
(Signed,) GEeo. FurvoyE,
Commissioner.

(No. 11.)

The deposition of TuoMas WorkMAN, of the City of Montreal, Isquire.

Deods of property which T hold in the City of Montreal, are registered in the Regis-
try Office for the Registration Division of’ Montreal. They have gencrally been registercd
by my Notaries, Théod Doucet and Gibb & Huanter,* but one was taken to the Registry
Office-by myself, it being a discharge of a mortgage on a property in,Cadicux Street. It
was left by me at the Registry Office on the 3rd July, 1865, and I was told by the person
who received it; that it would be three menths before I could get the deed back. Tothe
best of my knowledge, it was nearly five months before the decd was returned to me,
after repeated applications beyond the expiration of the three months. I have no com-
plaint to make against the Régistrar or his employces for any want of courtesy towards mo.
I think some change in the system should be made, by which deeds could be received back
in a shorter time. When I signed the petition 1 was under the impression that the Re-
gistrar resided at a greatet distance than the limits prescribed by statute. I am ecredibly
informed that he s now a houscholder in the City of Montreal. Tt was Geo. W.
Stepbens, Advocate, who asked me to sign the petition, having the name of his father,
Harrison Stephens, at the head. It was in the public street. - .

: (Signed,) THOMAS WORKMAN.
Sworn before me, at the City of Montreal, )
the 5th day of December, 1866.
(Signed,) GEo«FuTvoYE,
Commissioner.:

(No. 12.)

The deposition of Epwarp M. Horkins, of the City of Montreal, Ksquire.

I am one of the signersto the petition for investigation into the managemont of the
Registry Office in the City of Montreal, in which, from the fact of my being a proprietor
of real estate in that city, I have several deeds registered, which have been deposited

T

* Sec depositions Nos, 3 aud 4.
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there by my Notaries, Smith, Doucet,* Hunter and Griffin. The complaint I have to
make is the delay ia getting from the office deeds thera deposited fur registration, extend-
ing, in some cases, as T have been told by my agents, to cight or dine months. On oune
aceasion T was informed by Mr Ritchie, Advocate, that on application at the Registry
Office he had learned that there were no Ziens ou the propertics of Gerard Lomwer, which
afterwards turned out to be incorrect, but fortunately I did not depend on that in-
formation as T heard to the contrary ¢lsewhere, and, therefore, I lost nothing by such
erroneous information T am not aware whether Mr. Ritchie] made a search at the Regis-
try Office, except from what he told me T have also to complaiu of the heavy fees charged
by the Registrar, but am not aware whether such fecs are sanctioned by law. In the case
of the sale of the property of F. I". Mullins, situate on Commissioner Street, the Sheriff
deducted from the claim of Sir George Simpson’s Istate, more than ore hundred pounds
for fees to the Registrar. No application was made to the Court to establish the correct-
ness of the fces charged. Isigned the petition with a view to obtain a revision of the
system. .

- . {Signed,) EDWD. M. HOPKINS.
Sworn before me, at the City of Montreal, :
the 5th day of December, 1866.

(Signed,) GEo. Furvoyk,
: Commissioner.

(No. 13.)
The deposition of NATEANIEL S. WHITNEY, of the City of Montreal, Esquire.

I am one of the signers to the petition asking fur an investigation into the manage-
ment of the Registry Office at Montreal. I hold no property 1 tho Registration Division
of Montreal, but acting as Agent of the Estate Mills, have business with the Registry
Office in Montreal.” The book-keeper in my office, Mr. Gravel, has transacted my business
with that office, The petition in question originated with the Board of Trade, as a mem-
ber of which I signed it, as it was reported that deeds were detained in the Registrar’s
Office too Jong a period after deposit there, varying from three to six months. Besides
this delay I know of no complaint, and have none to make against the Registry Office.

(Signed,) -N. §. WHITNEY.
Sworn before me, at the City of Montreal,
the 6th day of December, 1866.
(Signed,). Geo. Furvoyk,
Commissioner.

(No. 14.)

The deposition of JaMes STEwART HUNTER, of the Ci(y of Montreal, Esqure,
Notary Publie. -

In my capacity of Notary Public, and as pruprietor of real property, in the City of
Montreal, I haye considerable business with the Registry Office. 1 have never seen the
petition asking for an investigation intv that officc. My clients complain of the long
detcntion of deeds in the Registrar's Office, extending trom three to five months. A
certificate granted to my partner, Isaac Jones Gibb, relative to his properties, showed
that several mortgages still remained yndischarged, whereas discharges had been previously
registered but not marked in the margin as required by law. Such has occurred with
reference to several other such certificates of which I have thade no special note. I am

* Vide depositions 3 and 14, .
t Vide deposition 19.
1 Seo Mr. Ritchie’s statements, Nos, 19 and 50,
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not aware of any person having suffered from negligence ,iw theRegistering of deeds, or
by the certificates granted on search. Much inconvenience is suffered from the great
delay in some cases in getting certificates of search, but I cannot say whether this proceeds
from negligence in the office or not. I do not recollect being put to any inconvenience
from the absence of the Registrar or his Deputy from the office during the preseribed
officc hours, but it has happened that I have had to send twice to get a certificate from
both being absent, but I cannot remember any speoial case. ‘I consider that the present
system would be greatly improved and the delay complained of removed, by the adopting
in Lower Canada the plan which I believe is now followed in Upper Cavada, of having
every document for enregistration prepared on uniform paper, and deposited with the
Registrar in duplicate, one to be certified by him, and the other to remain of record in the
Registry Office.
(Signed,) J. 8. HUNTER.
Sworn before me, at the City of Montreal,
the 6th day of December, 1866.
(Signed,) Geo. FuTvoYk,
Commissioner.

——

A (No. 15.)

The deposition of Joan REDPATH, of the City of Montreal, Esquire.

Much real property is owned by me in the City of Montreal, and the deeds relating
to them-are registered in the Registry Office for the Division, of which Mr. Ryland is
Registrar. They have been generally deposited by my notary, Jas. S. Hunter, Esq.*
The only complaint I have to make is the delay in getting deeds from the Registry Office,
after deposit there for registration. This delay has extended to the best of my knowledge
from four o six months. I do not recollect ever getting any deed from my Notary in
less than four months after he told me it was in tho hands of the Registrar. I am not
aware of my having suffered loss from any crror committed in the Registrar's office, nor

of any error having been made there. -
(Signed,) J. REDPATH.
Sworn before me, at the City of Montreal, :
the 6th day of December, 1866. )
(Signed,) Gro. FuTvoYe,
Commissioner.

.

No. 16.
The deposition of GILBERT ScoTT, of the City of Montreal, Eequire :

I have had a fow transactions with the Registry Office in the city of Montreal, in
connexion with property I own in the Registration Division of Montreal. I have never
suffered from, nor do I know of, any negligence or error committed in that office. I have
always received every attention and politeness from the Registrar, his deputy or olerks,
whenever I have had business there. I was requested by a Mr. Whitchead to sign the
petition for an investigation luto the Registry Office, but I deolined, observing thatI
believed tbat 'the office was managed as well as could be under the requirements of the
present Registry Law. The only complaints I have ever heard have been against the
delay in effecting the transcription of deeds after deposit in the Registry Office.

(Signed,) GILBERT SCOTT.

©

Swora before me, at the City of Moutreal,
the 6th day of December, 1866.
(Signed,) Geo. Furvoye,
) Commissioner .

* See Deposition No, 14.
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(No. 17.)

The deposition of Josern BELLE, of tho"City of Montreal, Jsquire, Notary Public.

Professionally I have business with the Registry Office almost every day, to offect the
Registration of deods exeouted before me as a Notary Public. 1 have never had any diffi- |
culty with either the Registrar, his deputy or clerks, but have always had my business
there attended to with politeness and alacrity. The delay ofteu complained of in getting
the deeds from the Registrars cannot in my opiniou and from my experience as a Notary .
Public, be avoided under the requirements of the present Registry Law. Neither myself
nor any of my clients have ever suffered any loss from any inaccuracy or error in the reg-
istration of deeds or searches made in the Registry Office in question. I koow'of no deed
deposited by me for registration having been detained longer than was necessary undor the
present system. I am not aware of any irregularity in tho attendance of the Registrar, or
his deputy, during the office hours, and know that they have remained at the office till a
late hour in the day on many occasions.

(Nigned,)  J. BELLE.
Sworn before me, at the City of Montreal,
the 7th day of December, 1366.
(Signed,) GEeo. Furvoykg,
Commissioner.

(No. 18.)

The deposition of Henry OGbEN ANDREWS, of¢ the City of Mountreal, Esquire,
Advocate.

. I have frequently business with the Registry Office for the Registrafion Division of
Montreal, both far myself and clients. I have never experienced any difficulty with the
Registrar or his deputy or clerks, ecither with regard to registration, searches or any
information sought by me, and I have always bad freec access, so far as the law admits,
to the books in that office, whith I have found in good order and well kept. My busi-
ness there has always becn attended to with politeness, civility and promptitude.r I have

. heard complaints made as to delays in getting deeds back from the Registry Office, but I
invariably given all parties to understand that they were attributable to the system,
and not tothe office. I am of opinion that the present system might be so &hanged, as
regards the large cities, as to meet the interests of the numerous proprictors who, for the
protection of thyir rights, necessarily have to curegister deeds. Those deposited by me
tor registration have alyays been returned to me without any unnecessary delay, and I
cannot say that I jor ang of my clients hdve ever sulfered from any inaccuracy or error in any
registration or sedrch made in the Registry Office of which Mr. Ryland is Registrar. I
have reason to bejieve that attendance is given at the Registry Office beyond the hours
required by lawj I declined signing the Petition in question, which I considered
unnecessary, and I so told Geeo. W. Stephens, who asked me to do so.

(Signed,)  H, O. ANDREWS.

* Sworn before me, at the City of, Montreal,
the 7th day of December, 1866.
(Signed,) Geo. FuTvoYE,
Commissioner.

(No. 19.)

The deposition of TronMAs W. RircHIE, of the City of Montreal, Esquire, Advocate.
I hold real property in the City of Montreal. T am not one of the signers to the
Petition in question, for I declined signing it when requested by Ggo. W Stephens, Fsq.,
as I had always met with every attention and civility in my transactions with the Registry
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. ©Offico, and did not consider it necessary for me to sign it. With regard to the statement
<of Mr. Hopkins, in his deposition (12), I recollect that in a transaction had between the
Ffudson’s Bay Company and Gerard Lomer, Mr. Hopkins requested me to make enquiry
4t tho Registry Office about the charges against Mr. Lomer’s property, which I did, but
"did not take or require n certificate. I mentioned to Mr. Hopkins that in o projet of
certificate which had been there made out upon the supposition that I wanted a certificate,
ne-charge upon Mr. Lomer’s properties had been omitted, -but such preliminary draft of
ertificate had not then been verified, nor, as above stated, was any certificate granted to
or oven required by me. 1 undgrstood that such draft had been prepared by a clerk in’
. 3he office and had not tecn submttted to the Registrar for verification. I have no com-
‘Pplaint to make of any error ever being committed in the Registry Office. The only com-
plaint I know of is the delay in the transcription of deeds into the Registers, which I
- glways considered should be imputed to the system which limits the number of books that
N fan be used at the samo time. I have never suffered from such delay.

- (Signed,)  THOS. W. RITCH1E.

oy

'.f.éworn before me, at the ‘City of Mootreal,
the 10th day of December, 1366. .
(Signed,) Gro. Forvove,
Commissioner

N (No.20.)
The deposition of IIENRY LyMAN, of the City of Montreal, Esquire.

) As holder of real property in the“city of Montreal, I have had business with the
; Registry Office therein. I'rom my personal knowledge. / have no reason to complain of
-3he mgusgement of that. office.* [ have heard, as o matter of common report, that tov
T great a delay takes place between the time of depusit of deeisand getting them back after
‘$ranseription. The petition in question originated with, and was prepared by a Com-
ittee of the Council of the Board of Trade, on representations made to tho Board of
{I'rade by merchants and otherd of the importance of an investigation. My documents,
_Tequiring registration, have been entrusted to J. S. Hunter,} T. Doucet or Perkins &
‘Stephens. In the case of a deed tq Mrs. John Leeming Annie Coates), from Charles
-Alexzander and myself, I failed to collect in due time the half year's interest due under
Jhat deed, as I could not get it in time from the Registrar’s office. I believe such half
7year’s interest was due on lst August, and the deed had remained in the Registrar’s office
-pince the passing of it before Gibb and Humter, as the date of its passing and enregistra-
tion, the latter being April 8, 1865, and the former on the 4th April, 1865, will show.
(Signed,) _HENRY LYMAN.

Bworn before me, at the City of Montreal,

the 11th day of December, 1866. .
(Signed,) Gro. Furvoye.
i Commissioner.
(No. 21)

‘L'he deposition of JOSEPH Barsarou, of the City of Montredl, Esquire.

As a proprietor of real estate-in the City of Montreal, I have to complain of the
?elay in the transcription and return of deeds deposited in that office. I produce deposit
~Kckets (Nos. 44,066-7), for deeds deposited in Aptil last, and which deeds have not yet

een returned to me, but I am not aware whether they were ready. They were not so four
*Dr five weoks ago when I called for them, at least I was so informed by the Reputy Regis-

* See appendix R.
t Pide depositions 3 and 14.

.
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trar.* I have never lost anything by negligence or inaccuracies in the registration of
deeds at that Registry Office. I am one of the signers to the petition in question. I an

a member of the Board of Trade. .
(Signed,) J. BARSALOU.

Swora before me at the City of Montreal,
the 11th day of December, 1866.
(Signed,) Geo. Furvoye,
Commissioner.

(No. 22.)

The deposition of JosEPH SENEZ, of the City of Montreal, clerk,

With reférence to the deposition (21) made by Joseph Barsalou, yesterday, the 11th.
December instant, the indersigned deposeth and saith, that the documents in question,
were transcribed by Mr. Messier and himself in Register B. Vol. 89, which book wa,
commenced on the sizteenth of August, and according to our uniform rate of writing,
Mr. Barselow’s documents must have been transcribed and ready for delivery on or abour

the sixteenth day of September last.
‘(Signed,) JOSEPH SENEZ.

Sworn before me at the City of Montreal,
the 12th day of December, 1866. .
(Signed,) GEo, Furvoyk,
Commissioner.

(No. 23.)
The deposition of EMMANUEL MESSIER, of the City of Montreal, Kisquire, Notary.

T vm one of the transcribing clerks in the Office of the Registrar fur the Registration
Division of Montreal, With reference to the deposition (21) made by Joseph Barsalou,
yesterday, relative to deeds deposited by him in April last for registration, thoss documents
were transcribed by Mr Senez and myself in Register B., vol. 89, which book was cow-
menceg on the sixteenth day of August last, and according tv our uniform rate of wniting,
Mr. Barsalou’s documents must have been transcibed and ready for delivery on or about
the sixteenth day of Sepfember last.
} (Signed,) EMMANUEL MESSIER.

‘Sworn before me, at the City of Montreal,, .
the 12th day of December, 1866. R

"(Signed,) Geo. FUTvoYE,

Commissioner.

(No. 24.)

The depovition ;‘r?pﬂxnnn K. Wrsson, of the City of Montreal, Esquire.

The signature’ e petition shown to me, is apparently my genuine signatare, but
1 have nothing to say relative to the Registry Office. I have, however, no recollection of
having signed any such petition, not had I reason for so doing. .

(Signed,) A. A. WILSON.

Sworn before me, at the City of Montreal,

this 12th day of December, 1866.

(Signed,) Gro. Furvoye,
. Commisgidneg.

_* Seo depositions Nos, 22 and 23.
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(No. 26.)

Publ‘The deposition of Isaso JonEs GiBB, of the City of Montreal, Esquire, Notary
e, - :

. - °

I amproprietor of real estate in the City.of Montresl, and as such as well as in my
capacity of Notary Public, have transactions with the Registry Office. On the 80th
November, 1863, I obtained from the Registry Office a certificate of the entries relating
to transactions entered into by Mrs. Mary Louisa Adams, my wife. This ‘cortificate
related to twenty-three entries (including four guittonces); but against nowe of which
remaining nineteen entries was any entry of dischgrgo 1nade, although in fact seven
discharges had previously to that date of such certificate been registered. On poeinting
out to the Registrar these deficiencies, the entries ot discharge inthe margin were added
to complete the certificate. I am not aware whethe: the entries had or had not been
made in the Registers, not having access to them. 1 am of opinion that the only remedy
that can be applied to prevent the great delay complained of in getting back deeds
deposited for registration would be an alteration in the law which limits the number of
Registers to be in use.  Further improvements ought to be made by a change in the
system generally., The requisition fur the above mentioned certificate was made by me

verbally and personally.
. (Signed,) I. J. GIBB,
Sworn before me, at the City of Montreal,
the 12th day of December, 1866.
(Sigaed,) GEeo. Furvoye,
Commissioner.

(No. 26.)
( Translation.) .

The deposition of ZEPHIRIN CHAPELEAU, of the City of Montreal, bookseller.

I own real estate in the City of Montreal, and therefore have had business with the
Registry Office of that city. 1 ficd that the delay between the time of the deposit of docu-
ments for registration and the time of getting them back is too great; seldom can such
documents be got back under three or fohr months. At the present time I have, in the
Registry Office, a document deposited there on the 26th September last, and which the
Registrar told me would not be ready in less than three moaths. This delay is the only
thing of which I have to complain. I think that such a change in the law as would allow
the Registrar to employ a greater number of copyists by having more books in use at the
same time, would afford a remedy to the defect in the present syatem.

. “{Bigned,) Z. CHAPELEAU.
Sworn before me, at the City of Montreal,
this 18th day of December, 1866.
(Signed,) Geo. Furvoyg,
Commissioner.

- (No. 27.)

The deposition of DAvwIp MogrrIsoN, of the City of Montreal, Esquira'.

I own real property in the City of Montreal, and am one'of the signers to s petition
for an"investigation into the managemens of the Registry Office for the Registration Divi-
sion of Montreal,in which I-have several deeds registered. My impression has always
beenthatdeedsc posited forregistration ought to be reagy forre-deliveryinalesstime than that
generally taken there, sometimes extendiog to five orsix months. I have never suffered by the
di'ay abr~e mentioned. All the deeds I have deposited for registration were deeds passed
before Jacmes Smith, ‘Esquire, N. P, but deposited by myself for registration, for each of

6
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which I received from the Registrar a tickot showing the date of deposit, and the number
of each one as deposited. I am pot aware of the cause of the delay. Whenever I went
to the Registry Office I have found some one to attend to the business. I haverno other
complaint except the delay. I signed the petition in the office of Perkius & Stepheps, by
the iatter of whom I was requested to sign it. I have no reason to believe that the Rey
gistry Offico is unsafe in the hands of Mr. Ryland ; but I thipk that it would be right
that the system should be so changed as to admit of more books being in use at the same
time, and thus expedite the transoription of registered deeds. -
) “{Sigaed, DAVID MORRISON.
Sworn before me, at the City of Montreal,
the 13th day of December, 1866.
(Signed,) GEo. FUTVOYE,
Commissioner.

(No. 28.).

The deposition of JorN PRA;l;T, of the City of Montreal, Esquire.

Property within the Division for which Mr. Ryland is Registrar is owned by me.
As such proprietor I bave had business with the Registry Office. I find that we have to
wait very long before we get deeds out of the Registry Office after their deposit for regis-
tration there. This delay extends to four or five months. As regards the Registrar
himself I have no complaint to make, nor have ever suffered from any error or irregularity
in registering, orin searches made in the office.

(Signed,) JOHN-PRATT.

Sworn before me at the City of Montreal,

the 27th day of December, 1866.

(Bigned,) GEeo. Furvoryg,
Comumissioner.

(No. 29.)

The deposition of OL1viBR BERTHELET, of the City of Montreal, Esquire,

Cousiderab'e property in the City ¢f Montreal, is owned by me, or is represented by
me. In that capacity I have frequently business with the Registry Office in that oity.
I bave no complaint to make against the Registrar or his Deputy or employés, from all of
whom § have received every attention and politeness, but 1 haye to complain of the great
delay in the transcription of deeds after deposit for registration. This is attributable, io
my opinion, to the system which under the law, limits the aumber of volumes in use at
one and the same time. As the great majority of decds requiring registration are “Sales
and “ Obligations,” a remedy could, in my opinion, be found in a legal ¢nactment to ex-
tend for the registration of such deeds, the Registers to a greater number, so as to allow
more writers to be employed in trauscribing at the same time. On one occasion I had,
however, to complain of what I considered an overcharge, claimed from me by the Sheriff
of Montreal, as paid by him to the Registrar in the case of Bertrand, the particulars of
which will be found in the record of the cause (No. 2,934), by which the Sheriff sucd me
for an smonnt, disallowed by the judgment of the Court. This. suit was brought to ob-
tain the opinion of the Court as to the correctness of the, charges. I signed the petition,
as many others had done, toeffect & change in the system. L

: (Signed,) O. BERTHELET.
Sworn before me, at the City of Montreal,
the 27th day of December, 1866.
(Signed,) GEo. FUTVOYE,
Commissioner.
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(No. 30.)

The deposition of ALFRED LaRocquE, of the City of Montreal, Esquire.

T am one of the signers to the petition for an investigation into the management of
the Registry Office in the City of Montreal, with which I, as a proprictor of real estate,
have occasion to transact business in the registration of deeds affecting such property.
The main thing I bave to complain of is the delay in getting back deeds deposited for re-
gistration, extending at the time of signing the petition to five or six mouths. That pe-
tition was in the course of signature during last winter. In the registration of deeds and
in obtaining searches, I am not aware of over baving suffered from any error or irregular-
ity. I have been to the Registry Office during the legal hours to eoregister deeds and
have found no one there to receive them, and have had to call a sscond time, but I cannot
mention any particular case, nor am I aware of having thereby lost aoy right or privilege.
Whenever I have thero met the Registrar or his deputy, I have been treated very courte-
ously by them. I have always been inclined to attribute the delay, rather to the system
than to any want of attention on the part of the Registrar, but I am not well acquainted

with the working of the present Registry Law. -
' (Signed,) A. LAROCQUE.

Sworn before me, at the Cify of Montreal,
the 27th day of December, 1866.
(Signed,) GEeo. FUTVOYE,
Commissioner.

(No. 51.)

. The deposition of ALEXANDER WaLKER O6ILVIE, of the City of Mootrea), Es-
quire. ;
I own a good deal of real property in the City of Moutreal, and for the security of
which the deeds relating thereto are registered in the Registry Office of which Mr. Ryland
is the Registrar. I signed the petition in question because I considered that the delays
in getting back deeds from that office were ipjurious to those depositing them. I have to
complain of one deed of property acquired by me at Sheriff’s sale in January last. After
numerous applications at the Sheriff’s Office for the deed, I was told that it was delayed in
the Registrar’s Office.* The deed of sale now produced by the Registrar, as having been
made out by the Sheriff in November last and deposited for registration on the thirteenth
of that month, is the deed to which I allude. It is the sale of the property of Magloire
Liefebvre, of Lackine. I cannot now refer to any other particular case of delay, but I
consider that by some other system,by which more writers could be employed to transcribe
deeds, a great evil now complained of would be removed. I have never suffered by any
inacouracy or error in the registration of deeds, or seatches mado in the office, nor do I
know of any such case. : : '

Since Mr. Warwick Ryland has been Deputy-Registrar, I have always reoeived the
greatest attention and politeness, and had every satisfaction when transacting business at
that office. T repeat that my only complaint is of the great delay in the transcription of

deeis. .
. (Signed,) A. W. OGILVIE.
8worn before me, at the City of Montreal,
the 27th day of December, 1866.
(Signed,) Geo. Furvoys,

Commissioner.

(No. 32.)
The deposition of ANDREW ROBERTSON, of the City of Montreal, Esquire.
I own real estate in the City of Moatreal. The petition in question was, I think,

¢ See Appendix, S, 2.
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signed by me, at the requisition of Mr. John Ogilvy, who presented it to me, stating that
there was too much delay in getting deeds registcred in th Registry office, in-which extra
agsistance was required. I signed it as most such petitions are signed. I bave no com-
glaint, to make against the Registrar, but I think that some mode of registration should
o adopted, by. whioh_&less delay would be occasioned in the registration of deeds.

T ‘ (Signed,) ANDREW ROBERTSON.
Sworn béfore-mp, at the City of Montreal,
the 27th day of Decerfiber, 1866.

(Signed,) Gro. FUTVOYE,,
Commissioner.

(Translation.) (No. 83.)

The deposition of PrerRRE DELORME, of the City of Montreal, Esquire.

As the proprietor of real estate in the City of Montreal, [ have had transactions at
the Registry Office in this city. I have never suffered loss from any negligence of the
Registrar, nor from any error in the registration of cosuments, nor in searches which I
have-had made there. I have to comp%ain of tho delay in that office in entering in the
reristers the documents deposited for registration; this delay extends sometimes to fouror
five months. Several times I have been told in that office that a document there deposited
by me for registratioh would be ready at a fized time, and at the expiration of that delay
it was not ready. I do not understand Eaglish sufficiently well to make my deposjtion jn
that language. I am not a member of the Board of Trade. I signed the petition as a
trader, at my own shop, where it was presented to me.

(Siguned,) PIERRE DELORME.
Bworn before me, at the City of Moutreal, )
the 28th day of December, 1866. .
(Bigped,) Gego. FuTvoye,
* Commissioner.

( Translation.) (No. 34.)
The deposition of JosEPH ANTOINE GALARNEAT, of the City of Montreal, Esquire,
Advocate.

.. The petition in question was not signed by me, but as I am tho owner of real estate
atd an Advocate, I have had much business in those. two capacities with the Registry
Office. T have to complain of the great delay in the Registry Office in obtaining docu-
meots left there for registration. In a case in which I deposited a notice of mortgage
against the property of Joseph Vailknoourt, in the month of December, 1864, I did not
get it beck from tke office until the end of ritne months, because on several ocoasions,
within three months after its deposit, I was told at the omce that it was not ready. The
‘deed of gale of a property which T bought of Frangois Riendetu was left at the offics by
myself about the end of November, 1865, nud I could not get it back uatil the month of
April last, or towards the end of Mare*. In the month of June, 1865, I applied for a
certificate of search as t6 mortgages against the property of Narcisse Raymond, and I
did not get it for nine days, and a certificate for the Building Socisty relative to the same
Kroperties was not ready for five days. These searches only referred to two properties. I

ave no other complaint to make against the Registry Office, except the delay which has
caused me many walks but no damage.

. (Bigned,) J. A. GALARNEAU,
Sworn before me, at the City of Montreal,
the 31st day of December, 1866. . .
(Signed,) -, Guxo. Forvorx,

Commist: .ner.
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(No. 35.)

The deposition of Louts BEAUDRY, of the City of Montreal, Esquire.”

I am propriefor of real cstate in the City of Montreal, and as such have had to register
zdeeds in the Registry Office in that oity. I signed the Petition in question because Mr.
iHenry Jackson informed me that s certificate obtained by Lim from the Registry Office,

clative to a charge on his property in Cornwall Terrace, part of which was purchased by

e, had an owission of a discharge of mortgage of twelve thousand pounds thereon ; such
Mischarge of ntortgage being duly caregistered in that office. For further partioulars I
refer to Mr. Jackson,* as individually I have no occasion to make any special complaint.

; (Signed,) L. BEAUDRY.
Bworn before me, at the City of Montreal,
the 81st day of December, 1866. -
(Signed,) Geo. Forvork,
Commissioner.

(No. 36.)

The deposition of ARTHUR FISHER, of the City of Montreal, Esquire, M.D,

T represent real property in the City of Montreal, and as such have had business with
‘the Registry Office in that city, in which decds for such property mre enregisicred. I
have no reason personally to cumplain of any delay in that office, buj from general rumor
have thought some steps were nccessary to secaro more despateh ind the enregistration of
eeds, and I, therefore, signed tho Petition asking for an investiyation. I have never
suffered any loss from error or irregularity in the registrationf of deeds there or im—
rtificates of searches made there. I know-of no case of any 'such sufferiog. .
(Signed,) ARTHUR FISHER.
Sworn before me, at the City of Montreal,
the 3rd day of. December, 1866. .
{Signed,) GEeo. FUTVOYE,
: Commissioner:

(No. 37.) *
The deposition of FERDINAND MaccuLLoCH, of the City of Montreal, Esquire.

T do not own any real estate ia the Registration Division of Montreal. All my
ransactions with the Registry Office are done through professional men, either my Lawyer
r Notary, so that personally I have little to gay relating to the management of the

egistry Office beyond the delay in getting back deeds depcsited for registration. I thigk,

1 believe the public here in general does, that some chenge in the system might be
dopted which would ensare a more rapid copying of deeds %eposited for registration. I
ave not suffered from apy erroneous enregistration or incorrect oertificate of search in
he Registry Office of Montreal. The ouly recollection I have of signing the pefition in
uestion is of having signed a petition for an investigation into the system of registration,
resented to me by some person whom I do not recollect. .

v (Bigned,) F. MACCULLOCH.

worn before me, st the City of Montreal,

the 8rd day of January, 1867.

(Bigned,) Geo. Furvoys,
' Commissioner.

. | —_—

* ¥ids deposition No. 49,
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(No. 38.)

The deposition of Joun McLENNAN, of the City of Montreal, Esquire.

The petition for an enquiry into the managemeit of the Registry Office in Montreal,
was signéd by me, in my capacity of President of the Board of Trade, by which body it was
prepared, at the request of some of its members, with a view to causing such modifications
in the Registry law as would admit of deeds being returned from the Registry Office in :
less time than' at:present. Individually T have no complaint to make against the
Registrar or his employees, into whose'office business bad never before this led me. . The
subject of the petition was brought before the Board of I'rade by Mr. Darling, as far
as I oan recollect, and those who principally urged the matter at the quarterly meeting
were M.M. Henry Lyman,* and J. L. Beaudry. Mr, Ogilvy spoke to me on the subject,
urging on the petition in my capacity of Chairman of the Board of Trade. Deeds enre
gistered by me through Mr. Hunter, N. P,, or my Jawyer, Mr. Robertson, have been

returned to me without any dificulty. .
(Signed,) J. McLENNAN.

Sworn before me, at the City of Montreal,
the 3rd day of January, 1867.
(Signed,) GEo. Furvork,
. Commissioner.

(No. 39.) )
‘The deposition of Er1san EpMynp SHELTON, of the City of Montreal, Esquire.

As proprietor of real estate in the City of Montreal, I have had business with the
Registry Office for the registration of deeds relating to my properties. I have no com:
plaiut to make against the-Registrar ar his Deputies, from whom I have always received
the greatest attention and politeness, but I think by a change of the system much greater
facilities might be afforded to the holders of real property to have their deeds enregistered
and returned in a shorter time than is at present required. I am not well acquainteg
with the Registry Lax or its requirements ; but if, as I am told, it limits the numberé
Registers in use at one and the same time, I think amendments are required to it a
regards the populous citice . Montreal and Quebec. In many instances I have had w
wait several -months for the 1cturn of a deed deposited for registration. Opportunities
for good investments are often lost by the delay in getting a statement of the charges upon
any partioular property, and from the want of a system by which the state of any indiv:
dual property may be found without reference to the whole of the properties of the owaer.
I would suggest that in any change in the Registry Law, certificates of search should
contain discharged mortgages with the names of the Notaries beforc whom the discharges
were granted. I signed the petition in question without reading it when it was-presented
to me, with a request to aid in obtaining a change in the provisioos of the Registry Law,
amon,; which I would recommend that the index should be kept in purely alphabetic
order, like a dictionary, and that a separate Register should be opened for nsmes com

mencing with the sume letter.
: (Signed,) E. E. SHELTON.
Sworn before me, at the City of Montreal,
the 4th day of January, 1867.
(Signed,) GEeo. FuTvoyek,
: Commissioner.

s (No. ,40.)
The'deposition of ApoLpHE Roy, of the City of Montreal, Bsquire.
From what I have seen in the press and heard in towam,of tho delay under the pre

® See deposition No, 20, and Appendix R.
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‘3’ent registration system, I deemed it right to sign s petition for an investigation into-the
management of the Registry Office, against which, however, personally, I have no com-

aint to make. <
) (Signed,) "ADOLPHE ROY.
#worn before me at the City of Montreal, ©

the 5th day of January, 1867.
(Signed,) Geo. ForvoYe
Commissitiner.

(No. ‘}’l.)

The' deposition of JAMES ADAMs MATHEWSON, of the City of Montreal,.Esquire.

I own property in the City of Montreal, and consequently have had business with
the Registry Office in question, and have experienced gréat delay in getting documents
ftom that office after deposited there for registration. As regards the Registrar hiniself
6} his employees, I have no ‘complaint to make. I have never suffered any loss, so far as
Enow kuow, from inaccuracy in rogistration or error in certificate off search at that office.
Ticonceive that the system by which charges against individual properties may, by proper
plans of Registration Divisions and of the properties therein, be ascertained, and which
Iilam glad to learn are now in course of preparation, wilPreatly obviato the inconveniences
i;gw complained of. Iam a member of the Board of Trade. I signed the petition at the
Téquest of some person whom I cannot now remember distinctly. &

(Signed,) JAMES ADAMS MATHEWSON.
Sworn before me; at the City of Montreal, :
the 6th day of January, 1867. .
(Signed,) GEo. Furvoye, .
Commissioner.

. (No. 42.)
The deposition of JosEPH LEVEILLE, of the City of Montreal, Esquire.

I am owner of real property in the City "of Montreal, and as sach have had business
#ith the Registry Office to enregister deeds relating thereto, more partioularly a deed of
paje from Alfred Savage to Joseph Léveillé, about twelve years ago, deposited for regis-
t@tion. I have lost the ticket given to me at the time of deposit, and have, therefore,
‘béen unable to get back my deed. I have offered to pay any expenses but cannot got the
dged. I have been at the office three times since the deposit, once being six months after
ih deposit, and the last tinie, after waiting half an hour and offering to pay any expenses,
ite Deputy Registrar, Mr. W. Ryland, went into another room and gave me no answer.
&de deed is still in the Registrar’s Office. - I offered to give my receipt for the document,
bt he gave me no answer. ~ Mr. Simard, my Notary, who passed the Acte offered to go with
M to get it from the office, but I told him that if I sold the property I would go with
hgin and get it, wherefbre T have not sinco been for the deed, probably not daring the
|t six years. The deod, No. 22,672, deposited for registration -on the 19th August,
é’ 7, and now produced by the Registrar is the one in question.

(Signed,)  JOSEPH LEVEILLE.

o

orn before me, at the City of Montreal,
the 10th day of January, 1867.
(Signed,) Gzro. Forvovs,
Commissioner.

N.B,—~This deed was withdrawn the same day on & proper receipt being” given, and the depositor
?@g identified by his Notary, Mr. Simard.=G, F. ’ .

o
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(No. 43.)

The deposition of THoMAS MORLAND, of the City of Montreal, Esquize,

"I own a good deal of property in the Oity of Montreal, which brings me in relation
with the Registry Office. I bave to complain of the delay in obtaining deeds from that
office after deposit for registration. Tn ope case a deed of mortgage (42,799) on the
Rolling Mills, deposited for registration on thé 28th November, 1865, could not be obtained;
from the Registry Offi~e until the month of September in the following year, that is ot
the 20th of that m.nth, it being, as told me by my Notary, Jas. S. Hunter, Egquire,’
not being ready on the previous day. T have never suffered by any error in registration,
or searches made in the Registry Office. It appears to me that some change is needed by;
which less delay may exist between the time of deposit of deeds for registration and the.
re-delivery of them to their owner. I am a member of the Board of Trade.

(Sigued,)  T. MORLAND.
Sworn before me, at the City of Montreal, )
the 10th day of January, 1867.
+ (Signed,) Geo. Furvoye,
Commissioner.

The within mentioned deed is registered in Vo!. B. 87, which was commenced on bth June, 1866,
and was apparently entered about the 10th of that month.—G. F.

(No. 44)

The deposition of WILLIAM J. PATTERSON, cf the City of Montreal, Esquire.

I am Secretary to the Board of Trade of the City of Montreal. I know nothing o
the Petition relative to the Registry Office, except what the minutes of the meetings o
that body will show. I know nothing of the working of the Registry Law, except frox
hearsay, that the.~ is gr-at delay. The Petition in question submitted to me appears t
be in the hand-writing of my clerk, Thomas MoNab. I do nat atterd all the meetings o}
the Committees or Sub-Committees. I am not aware of any other Petition on the sam.
subject having been brought before the Board of Trade. I cannot tell who brought the
matter before the Council of the Board of Trade, without reference to the minutes.. Thy
Petition is not from tho Beard of Trade only, but also from Merchants and other citizer;
of Montreal. The Petition did not originate at any public meeting of thescommunity}

but probably among the members of the Board of Trade.t
) . (Signed,) WM. J. PATTERSON,’
Sworn before me, at the City of Montreal,
the 11th day bf January, 1867.
(Signed,) @eo. Furvove, -
Commissioner.

(N;. 45.)

The deposition of F, W. ToRRANCE, of the City of Montreal, Esquire, Adyocate. ¢

I am proprietor of real estate in the City of Montreal, and as such have business w
the Registry Office, and also as Adwocate and mortgage oreditor, I am not awared
having suffered any loss, pecuniary or vther, by error or inaccuracy in enregistration ¢
deeds or certificate of search in the Registry Office. Documents deposited, in the Regnsté
Office for registrition are there detaived a luug sime, but T am not aware of any parucut
case in which any deed has been detained an undue time, for the simple reason that I ha
not charged my memgory with particular cases of. delay. Under the present system}

*- Vide deposition No. 3. ' : :
1 Bee Report uf Meeting of Board of Trade, of April 2, 1866.
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cannot get a certificate of the charges against any individual property without vf%)ting
several days. The present system of scarchivg against individuals to ascertaid -the
charges made by them on properties is a cumbrous aund costly onc, attended with most
vexatious delays, gnd ought not to be any longer tolerated.  The change contemplated in
this system by the prepuration of plaus aud bovks,ot reference would be of immense benefit
to all having any interest in real estate, but such a change should be made with the least
possible delay, and.nv expense should be spared to effect 1t at once. , In answer to a ques-
tion put by the Registrar, 1 have uo hesitation in saying that I have always been treated
with the greatest civility by him and his subordinates, and that every facility has been
accorded me, and wy clerks acting for me when I desired personally or by them to
expedite searches, by waking thew -mysclt or through my clerks. I would add that I
have had veeasion to pass many huurs at a time in that office in making searches, or have
been obliged to direct a confidential clerk to make such searches for me, with a view to
obtain the requisite information with the least possible delay, and without which loss of
time I could not obtain the necessary infurmation within the required time. The delay
occasioned by the presen! system operates injuriously to the interests of landed proprietors
and money lendérs, in this, that when atitle to  real property is to be reported on as a good
title it is impossible for a professional man to make such a report without, in many cases,
a delay of several days, during which the closing of the transaction between the parties is
suspended or comes to nothing. I du not attribute this delay to any negligence on the
part of the Registrar, but to the system which he is bound to adopt and carry out.

: (Signed;) F. W. TORRANCE,
Sworn before me, at the City of Montreal, ) :
the 11th day of January, 1867. _

(Signed,) GEo. FuTvoYg,
. Commissioner.

(No. 46.)

The deposition of GEorcE W. Sr.E,PHEm, of the Ciéy of Montreal, Esquire, Ad-
yocate. . s ‘ )

I am the son of Harrison Stephens; of the City of Montreal, Esquife,..and whose
genuine signature is the first on the petition ou this matter. It was at 'my request that
my father signed that petition, and on account of representations which I wade to him
that there were irregularities in the Registry Office for the City of Montreal. In 1868 I
was admitted a member of the Bar'of Lower Canada. Soon afterwards, I was consulted
by some stranger, whose name I cannot recall, in reference to the securities fyled by Mr.
Ryland. I wrote to the Finance Department, caquiring about such securities. The letter
which I reeeived in reply was unsatisfactory. It was to the effect that some of the sure-
ties were dead, and that proceedings were being taken to get new sureties. This letter
satisfied me at-the time that the suretyship required by law was not then in possession of
the Government.* This fact alarmed me the more as I'knew that a claim against Mr.
Ryland personally and unofficially was very difficult, if not impossible of collection, as I
had then two judgments unsatisfied against Mr. Ryland unofficially, the one for gixteen
dollars and twenty-five cents and the other has amounted since to thirty-three dollars and
twenty-seven cents. These are about the sums. These judgments I had sought to realize,
but never succeeded in finding any effacts. Io the cvurse of the summer of 1865, Mr.
Ritchie,’ Advocate, told me that he had obtained a certificate of charges against a property
conterning which~he was making & scarch, in which curtificate an important charge
against the property had been omitted.t I hal heard previously of errors in the Registry
Office, but 1 never had had brought directly undet my chservation any speoial case of this
nature. Afterwards a case occurred to vur firm (Porkins and Stephens), I think it was
in the mouth of Jume, 1863, I brought « memorial uf judgment to the Registry Office,

* See correspondence with Fi Department and Profincial Secrom‘ry App. T. and M.
t See Mr. Ritchie's statement, No. 50, -

7
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left it there with a person in the office, aftor having paid the Registration thereof.* In-
September, I think, of the same year, Mr. Perkins, my partner went to the Registsy
Office to rdgister a judgment agaiost the same property.t He found the memorial which!
I had deposited there fur Registration in the month of June previous had not been regis-
tered.  Upon enquiring the reason why it had not been rogistered, he was told that it had’
never been paid for. T paid the fees for registration at the time I deposited it in June,
aud in order to satisfy myself that the error was not in our office I referred to my cash

book and found the entry of a payment for said service, so that tho mistake could not have
srisen in our office. On payment of the money I asked Mr. Warwick Ryland for a receipt
which he refused to give, saying that it was not necessary. I have had in my possession
certificates of Registration seven months old, on presentation of which certificates the
deeds were not delivered up. Io reference to monies in the Shenff’s office, the proceeds
of sales of real estate, I have been detained a month or six wecks bofore obtaining monies
for my clients, the Deputy-Sheriff alleging that it was on account of the want of the Re

gistrar’s certificate required in such cases. As latevas Friday last, Théod Doucet, Es

quire, Notary, told me that a man named Massue had found that a quittance against some
property deposited for registration had not been entered in the margin. During 1862,
1863 and 1864 I frequently visited the Registry Office on business, and generally I found
the officials scemingly under the impression that the Registry Office was the private pro

perty of the Registrar. On one occasion in partioular, I asked Mr. James Johneon (then
oue of the employces of the Registrar,) a civil question in regardto the fees on a document
which I presented for registration, stating that I thought they were excessive. He replied
to me to the cffect ¢ that I might go to the Devil and find out.” During the course of the
winter of 1865-6 a young French student (U) came and informed me that he had been
treated roughly at the Registry Office, when visiting that office on dusiness.f T told him
to get his patron’s advico ot the matter and to follow it. For the past year I have avoided
eatering the Registry Office, being desirous of avoiding incivility, With regard to the
domicile of the Registrar, ou inspection of the evidence fyled in a motion for security for
costs in 7« Ryland vs. Ogilvy in the Superior Court, auny person dut @ Judge would b¢
convinced that the Registrar had none such in tha District of Montreal.§ Aslate as Sep-
tember last our bailiff, Anthony Brogan, tried to find the domicile of Mr. Ryland to serve
on him two Saisie-arrits apres jugement, and reported that he had failed to succeed, and
as 8 dernier ressort served the papers in the Registry Office. In regard to this question
of domicile, I dare say John Hoolahan,|| Michael Dempsey, Aunthony Brogan, and other
bailiffs of this city will be able to give more information than I cau. I may add that I
have no personal acquaintance with the Messrs, Ryland, and no connection with them on
business matters or otherwise, except in their official capacity in the Registry Office

Durins the space of five years previous to the past year I have frequently visited the
Registry Office while under indentures as a student and since my admission to the practice
of law, during which time I do not remember having spoken to the Registrar once or seen
him in the office more than a few times. Io regerd to my name being mentioned by a
number of petitioners as having been induced by me to sign the same, I may state that
the petition was brought to me by some members of the Board of Trade, and being desi-
rous to see a change in the present imperfect system of registration guoad such a large
city as Montreal, as well as feeling very dist.rus&y'ul of the management of the office by the
Registrar, I went around to a few of my friends, and obtained their signatures to the
petition. It is'a matter in which my father is largely interested as o real estate owner.
My father, Harrison St¢phens, if summoned, could not give any evidence other than what
I have told him; at Jeast I think he was entirely influenced to sign tho petition by my
representations that the system was imperfeot and required a thorough investigation and
overhauling, The memorial of judgment referred to as being presented in June, 1865,
was in re Davie vs. Hervieux, No. 485, Superior Court, 1865, and in regard to the deten-
tion of the Registrar's certificate of search relative to properties sold at Sheriff’s ’sale,

* See deposition No. 66.

 See deposition No. 63,

1 See deposition No. 54, and documents relating thereto.

§ See evidence in case Ryland vs, Ogilvy (1), and Judge Berthelot’s judgment thereon,
|| See depositiony 66 and 57, 4
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Qnase in point is that of Rousseau vs. Roy (1804);* there were other cases whose titles I
“do not ow recolleot. It is a common thing, however, in the Sheriffs office, to receive
e answer, “ we are waiting for the Registrar’s certificate.” I will try to-day to find the
_ftudent referred to herein (U). In reply to the Registrar’s question as to whether I have
tated all that T know prejudicial to the management of the Registry Office, I say that I
. bave mentioned all I think of at present. I represent my father, as being the agent for
81l his real estate, having the management and examination of all the titles to property
' g:ich ho purchases, and as being interested as one of his heirs, it was my duty to watch

ver this mutter of registration, and in the course of my professional duties having ob-

ined sufficient éxperience to know that something was wrong in the management or sys-
<tem of enregistration, I induced ki and others to sign the petition in question, aod I
.gonsequently represent him. The represectations which I made to my father, to induce
him to sign the petition were thc long detention of deeds deposited for registration, the
jnsolence of the officials,} the current report that ertors were occurring in the Registry
~Office, the fact that the Registrar was currently reported to be a mau of no private means,
and that the security required by law was not given by him to the Governmeat, as well as
b general feeling ot distrust which many Notaries and Lawyers shared with myseif, as
egards the manner in which the office was managed. I hold a special power of attorney
-from my father to manage his affairs generally, with the exception of the power to sign
promissory notes or checks. That power of attorney bears date sonfe years ago, over five,
think. I am not aware that my father, it the time he signed the petition, hud any know-
“ledge of the matter then complained of, except from what I had told him. My sole motive
*Ju asking my father to sign the petition was pro bono publico. I have no personal feeling
2gainst Mr. Ryland or his son. I mentioned the small suits above referred to against
«@eorge II. Ryland, to show that the Registrar, in his private capacity, was net blessed
“fith o superabundance of this world’s goods, so that for any mistake whicli he way make
In his official capacity, the only recourse that a sufferer would have, would be upon the
property of his sureties, and if those sureties are not according to law, and I understand
-$hey are not so at the present moment, . person losing by carelessness it the Registry
Office would stand a poor chance of ever righting himself financially. In reply to a ques-
ion as to whether I am in the habit of buying up litigious claims and prosecuting them
_for my own account, I may say that in the course of my practice I never purchased any
-puck claims, and have no interest in the judgments referred to except in proscouting them
710 a sucoessful ending in the interest of my clients. The Plaintiffs have paid in the costs
ot the main action long ago. The costs of the sacste-arréts remain unpaid, as the cases
‘pre still pending. I havealready stated all that I know about the Registry Office. The
Adea of a Commission, I think, originated with the Board of Trade. It wasnot suggested
by me, and T do not remember ever hearing that I was to ke appointed on that Commission,
nd T never had the slightest hope. or desire to hold such an office, in fact it would have
Jbeen impossible, from the nature of mybusiness engagements, which require me constantly
:10 be ready at any moment to go to the United States to be there absent from one to six
imonths, for mo to accept such an appointwent. I did actually canvas for sigoatures to
ghis petition, and never took greater pleasure in aoy oceupation in my life, because I felt
“ hat [ was acting as a public benefactor in bringing to light the defects of the system of
egistration, and, as T considered, bad management on tho part of the officials. I drafted
tormer petition for some members of the Board of Trade, and that draft was submitted
o the Council, I think, of that body, but it was not accepted. Th8 draft of mine was not
rdered by Mr. John Whyte or John Ogilvy, nor had cither of them apything to do with
The gentleman who requested me to make that draft was Mr. William Darling.
(The Registrar here put the following question : <.
3 _ “ Was not your father induced to sign the petition mure by an occurrence at the St.

¢ James’ Club than by any other motive, or by your represcntations as regards the neces-
¢ sity of an enquiry isto the Registry Office 7”
. As the abové question could be answered only by Mr. Harrison Stephens; as Cormis-
IOR%I decided that Mr, Geo. H. Stephens, in declining to answer, was correct.

. 3(Signed,) Gro. Furvoye.)

* See correspondence with Sheriff (V).
1 Seo doposition of Mr. Perkins, No. 58.

=3
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I never made any complaiut to the Registrar or to his Deputy of tho said James
Jobnson, because I thought 1t was no use. My motive for mentioning Mr. Johnson in
this evidence is simply to bear put the accusation of incivility, and to show that I had
experienced it personally, having heard numbers of persons complain of Messrs. Ryland
aod Johuson. I way say thatone iustance oceurred to-day of the customary blackgunrdism
of Mr. Warwick Ryland, the Deputy-Registrar, he having, while I was under this exami-
nation, come into the room, and on hearing a portion of my cvidence, stated that it was a °
lie, in my presence. 1 cannot now state the names of persons who have complained as
above stated, but 1 have no doubt many such could be found in the city. Up tothis time .
I have taken no active steps to procure cvidence in the matter, but have left matters to
take their ordinary course, but now [ intend going inw it in earnest, and I shall endeavor
to induce the persons who have suffered in this way to come and give their evidénce. I°
have an idea who those parties are, and will name them when I induce them to come, but -
decline to name them now.* The manuseript petition now shown to me as the one sub-
mitted to the Governor, is ideutically, word for word, the petition which my father sigued, -
with this exception, that there were several sheets, each one of which was-distributed#p.a.
Committee, whose daty it was to canvas for signatures. Hach of these sheets was h )
with a printed copy of this written petition. When all the lists were completed, I should
say they were attached to the manuseript form, which s 1dentical 1 words with the
printed heading which T submitted to my father for signature. I beheve my father never .
saw the manusoript to which his name is attached, but it 1s, us above stated, the same ver- -
bally as the one I submitted to him. I do not know the names of the persons appointed -
to procure signatures I was not one of them, to my knowledge. The Secretary of the
Board of Trade sent me one of the lists, and T touvk it round to my friends. I cannot say
whether my father’s name being at the head of the petition induced others to sign. Every
man, with some few exceptions, upon whow I waited for lus signature to the petition
seemed delighted that something was being done to remove and set at, rest the general
feeling that something was wrong in the Registry Office. I did not make to the other
signers the same representations which I had made to my father.” Most of the signers
whom I procured read the petition, aud signed it on their own judgment. They were all
intelligent merchants. The ondy persou that I can say I induced to sign the petition,
according to the best of my conviction, wag Harrison Stephens, my father, he being the
only person whom I think I could so inﬂue:}:&. Ll

(Signed,) GEO. WFSTEPHENS.
Sworn before me, at the City of Montreal,
this 12th day, of January, 1867.
(Signed,) Geo. Furvoye,
Comnmissioner.

(No. 47"

"The deposition of THoMAS CRaIg, of the Gity of Moatreal, Esquire.

I am actuary to the Montreal Permanent BXlding Society, which Society has
occasion to require from the Registry Office certificates of search and to register their
obligations, Tt is my duty to go to that office on suchy business, and in the execution, of
that duty I meet with o difficulty in that office in gétting certificate of searches, and in
getting back deeds deposited for registration, after a delay of a few months. T generally
g0 back for them three or four tumes a year,;and have found those deposited therc ready
for re-delivery within that delay. With regard to searches I generally get the certificates
on the day following that on which the search was ordered. T have no fault to find with
the Registrar or ‘his deputy or’ subordinate officers, from all of whom I have always re-
ceived every politeness and attention when business has required me to visit the Registry
Office. The Montreal Permanent Building Society, in whose service I have been five

* From the date of this depo-sitiou, Jan. 12, 1867, to the day of my closing this enquiry, Feb. 12,
1867, no persons other than those whose depositions are given came to afford any information.—@.F.
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years, has not suffered from any error of omission or commission iu any registration or
search made in the Registry Office of which Mr. Ryland is Registrar. ‘The fees charged

have been, as far as I know, always aceording to the published Turiff.
(Sigued,) THOMAS CRAIG.

Sworn before me atghe City of Montreal,
the 14th day of*January, 1867.
(Signed,) GEORGE FuTvork,
Commissioner.

(No. 48.)

! The deposition of OWEN Josers DevLIN, of the City of Moutreal, Bsquire, Notary
"Public.
: In my capacity of Notary Public, business irequently takes me to the Registry Office in
this city. I have no acquaintance with the Registrar or his Deputy cxcept thatacquired by
official intercourse. I have had, inthe cuurse of my practice, much business with the Regis-
try Office in registering deeds and in obtaining certificates uf searches made for my clients, o
and I have no hesitation in stating that no public officer in thiy country, as far a3 I have
seen, treats the public with more uniform politeness and attentiou than the Registrar and
his deputy. From what I know of that office and its management, I believe that it is the
system preseribed by law for the guidance of the Registrar which is at fault, and not the
manner of executing by the Registrar or his deputy the requiremdnts of that system. |
have not suffered from any irregularity or inaccuracy in apy of the pruceedings in that
office nor am I aware of any of my clients having su suffered or had any reason to complam.’
. . (Sigaed,) 0. J. DEVLIN.
Sworn before me, at the City of Montreal,
the 14th day of January, 1867.
(Signed,) GEo. Furvoye,
. Commissioner.

(No. 49.)

The deposition of HENRY JACESON, of the City of Montreal, Esquire.

I own real estate in the City of Montreal. About the year 1841 a mortgage for twelve
thousand pounds was registered in the Registry Office in the City of Montreal, on property
owned by me and situate in St. Denis Street and St. Lewis Street, consisting of thirtees
cut stone houses. A fow years ago when Mr. Louis Beaudry purchased from me one of
those houses situate jir St. Denis Street in that part called Cornwall Terrace and heing
number seven, the sale was made upon condition that the property was clear of all encum-
brance. A certificate granted by the Registrar showed that a mortgage of twelve thousand
pounds still remained undischarged, notwithstanding the whole of that amount had-beth
paid, and a discharge registered before and at the time such certificate was granted, On re-
presentations made to the Registrar to convince him that the amount of the mortgage had
besn paid and the discharge registered in his office, another certificate in an amended form
was afterwards granted, shewing that the properties in question were free from mortgage.
I was treated very cavalierly and instead of any apology for so gross an error,-quite the re-

verse was the case.
(Signed,) HENRY JAGKSON.
Sworn before me, st the City of Montreal, .
the 14th day of January, 1867.
(Signed,) GEeo. FoTVOYE,
Commissioner,

r—r—-
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(No. 50.)

Letter of THoMAs RirTcHIE, Esquire, Advocate. .
. q " 15th January, 1867.

. My Dear Sir,—I am in receipt of your note of .yesterday’s date, with extract from
Mr, Stephens’ deposition (46). He no doubt refers to the same affair as Mr. Hopkins
(12), and is in error,in saying that I told him Ihad s certificate, &o. What I told him was
that I had applied for a sedroh, and that a certificate had been prepared for signatare in
which a certain importgnt hypothec had been omitted. It was the appsrent danger which
startled me, if I had géked for a certificate and had no¢ known of the change in question.

Youry truly, '
(Signed,)  THOS. W. RITCHIE.
Gxro. Furveyx, Esquire,
&e., &c., &e.

———

(No. 51.),

- 'The deposition of WiLLiaM Francs LigaTHALL, of the City of Montreal, Esquire,
Notary Publie. - . Lot

I am proprietor of real estate in the City of Montreal, and as such as well as in my
capacity of Notary Public, have had business with the Registry Office in that city, for the
purpose of registering deeds and of transacting there such other business as my profesgion
may require. I have no desire to enter at present into any ¢omplaint with respect to, the
Registry Office, because in the petition I signed, a Commission consisting of six profes-
sional and mercantile gontlemen, in whom the community would have confidence” was
prayed for, and with all due respect to His Excellency.and Counell,' I appear before this
Commigsion, but having no confidence that any public good will result from the present
enquiry. T have never experienced any want of civility in the Registry Office.

. - (Signed,) WM. LIGHTHALL.
"Sworn before me, at the City of Montreal, :
the 13th day of January, 1867.

(Signed,) GEo. Forvoys,
i Commissioner..

s

(No. 52.)

The deposition of JoaN HELDER Isaacsow, of the City of Montreal, Esquire
Notary Pablic. .

I am one of the signers to a petition soliciting an enquiry into the management of
the Registry Office, in the City of Montreal, where I have business in my capacity of
Notary. I have no complaint personally to make agaipst the Registrar or his employees.
On tho contrary they have invariably given me’every facility in the tranzaction of my
business. I signed the petition in question because 1 desire to see a system adopted in
that office better suited to the wants of a large oigy like Montreal. I have never nor has
one of my clients ever suffered by any error or fnaccuracy, as far as I know, in any regis:
tration or certificate of search made in that office. The delay is the great inconvenience
ﬁenemlly compleined of, but from my experience in my practice, 1 attribute that to the

efects in the s . R
i e g (Signed,)  JOHN H.ISAACSON,
Sworn before me, at the City of Montreal,
© the 15th day of JWeuary, 1867.
(Signed,) @Eo, Furvoxs,
Commissioner.

Onneonpusine
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(No. 53.)

The deposition of EpMoNp P, FREOHETTE, of the City of Mont’r‘c@l, Esq., Notary
Public. . . .

I hold real estate in the City of Montreal, and as proprie?as well as in my capacity
of Notary, am brought in relation with the Registry Office for the purpose of getting deeds,
registered and obtaining certificates of searches therein made. 1 think T have caused
deeds to be registered for C. S. Rodier, Esquire. I have always beon well and politely
treated by the Registrar or his employees whenever I have had business there. I have
never suffered any loss by any error in that officc nor do I know of any. On two occasions
when I lost the receipts given me on the deposit of deeds Tor registration, I obtained the
deeds upon properly identifying myself as the depositor, and giving my receipt for them,
without which I could not havc expected to get them. T have no cowmplint to make
against the Registrar of the Registry Office in Blontreal, or against any of his subordinates,
but I think the delay, which in my opinion is hecessarily occasioned by the present system
of limiting the number of books, ought to be removed by some change in the provision of
the law which imposes that limitation. -
. (Signed), ED. P. FRECHETTE.
Sworn before me, at the City of Montreal,
the 16th day of January; 1867.
(Signed), ‘Geo. Furvoyk,
Commissioner.

. (No. 64.)
The deposition of CHARLES TBIBAULT, of the City of Montreal, Advocate.

On the fqurth or the fifth day of December, 1865, I went to the Registrar's Office,
where I had been at ledst ten times in the space of the previous fortnight, to obtain a
paper in a case in which J. A. Chapeleau was concerned with Joseph Fortier. It had
been promised from day to day that the paper in question should be ready, and on this
day, on -asking for it from the Deputy Registrar who was inside the counter in the outer
office, and I being ou the outer side of the counter which was open, to the best of my
knowledge, ho put his hand on my shoulder, giving ag agswer I did not understand.
{There were in the office three or four gentlemen who spoke English. The deputy appeared
ito me to bave been drinking, and he appeared angry at.the request made by me. This
was, as far as I can recollect, between FOUR and FIVE in the afternoon, as I knew I had
been ot the office two or three times in the course of the same day. On my going out
the deputy pughed the door leading to the porch. This ocenrrence 1s the same mentioned ~
by me in my letter, bearing date the 6th December 1865, and addressed to the editors of
the Minerve and 2 Ordre, and which was published in these pewspapers® I have to
complain of the delay in the registration of my contract of marriage deposited for regis-
tration about the end of April or the heginning of May last, aud which I-could not ob-
tain until the beginning of tho present month. It was not in the private office of the
Registrar that the affair of the 5th of December took place. I am under the impression
that the paper in question had been retured to the Sheriff before my last application for

t. Inow know that the office hours in the Registry Office are fixed by statute, but on

hat odonsion I was under the impression that the office closed at five in the afternoon,
coause I saw the employees of that office often there until that hour, and I had meceived
apers from that office as late as four or five o’dlogk, P.M. I am under the impression
at my letter was written on the Sth of December.

, (Signed,) CHARLES THIBAULT.
worn before me at the City of Montreal,
* ‘the 16th day of January, 1867. .
. (Signed,) GeoreE Furvove, .
Commissioner.

* Sep correspondence on this subject, appendix N,
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! (No. 55.)
- The deposition of Davip PELLETIER, of the City of Montreal, Trader.

I own property in the Registration Division of Montresl, in the Parish of Sault aux
Recollets, the deeds relating to which are'registered in the Registry Office of that Division,
having been there deposited by L. O. Hétu. I am not aware of any error in the regis
tration, for which seventeen dollars were paid, about three months ago. I reside in Notr.
" Dame strect, immediately opposite the Registry Ofice. I am not aware of the office hours

prescribed by law for the public business in the Registry Office. I have seen for severa
years past that there was light in that office late at night, at hours varying from eight t
ten o'clock, and know that there is somebody at the office almost every Sunday. I haw
seen from my windows of the first story of my residence, viz : that immediately above the
shop, particularly ona Sunday in December lost, something which was apparently a ma
" quite naked, sitting on a chair in the room of the Registrar’s Office, having* the lax
window on the yest, and in such a position that his whole body from his thighs upwardy
was seen from my windows. I canvot say whether it was a livingsman or a portrait, bu'
my impression is that it was & picture. Afterwards I saw what appeared to be two persons,
holding each other by the neck. My impression was that a- theatrical representation wa'
- being made, and I passed about two hours at my ‘window in looking at it. The person }:
mcnti,oned had dark whiskers. This ocourrence on Sunday was between eleven 4nd tweln!
in tbe morning. [he person I mentioned was a young man. I once saw a notorioud
woman named Aubuchon go to tshe Registry Office, but know not for what purpose. I{
saw one day, about the 24th or 25th of December last, two young men sitting in th
Registrar’s Office (the private office), close o the windows, one took 2 newspaper and gar
it to the othet, who put it over his head to give himself the appearance of {;in down. }
have never seen or known any improper character visit the Registry office wié imprope,
motives known to me. I bave been under the necessity of nai%;::g linen to the windo%
of the bed-rooms in my residence, because I had seen a telescope directed towards ther”
from the Registrar’s Private Office. Isay that the Registrar’s Office is a scandal (scandalfi
to the neighborhood as regards myself, but only from what I Rave now deposed. Beforl:
December last I had never seen auytﬂing at that office that was offensive to me, and i
was not unti} the occurrence of the Sunday in question that I nailed linen to my window
I am aware that the Registrar’s Office has beon the subjeot of special inspection by t
order of the Government, but did not know that the enquiry was going on at the ti 3
complained of, and I declare that I have nothing farther to ssy than what is includednaa

the foregoing deposition. . .
. (Signed,) D. PELLETIER.

Sworn before me, at the City of Moﬁ\‘,real,
—. -the 16th day of January, 1867. .
’ (Signed),  Geo. Forvove,
. Commissioner.

N.B.—The abuve deposiuon was taken at 1 p.m., afler the d'elivery to Mr. Pellstier of Letter &
and two previous summonses being duly served on him.—G. F.

. (No. 56.)

Tho deposition of Joi!N HOOLAHAR, of the City of Montreal, bailiff,

In the course of the years 1861 and 1863 I reccived from John Popham, Esqui
advocate, legal process, boing writs of summons, to serve on Geo. H. Ryland, Esq., whi
1 was direoted to serve on him personally as Mr. Popham informed me that Mr. Ryls
had no domicile in the City of Montreal, but I made no enquiry about his domicile

made the services personally. .
. (Signed,) JOHEN HOOLAHAN.
Sworn before me, at the Gity of Montreal,
the 16th day of January, 1867.
(Signed,) GEo. FurvoyE,
. Commissioner.

Seo deposition No, 66, and .lom'r of Mr, Hopkins No, 68.

—
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(No. 57.)

The deposition of ANTHONY BRoaAN, of the City of Montreal, bailiff.

In the year 1866, I believe in thg month of September, I had two writs of saisie-arrét
aftgr judgment to serve on George H. Ryland, Esq., but I could not find him, as I was
told by-P. Ryan, Esquire, that he had left his domicile in Lartigne Place on Sherbrooke
:Btreet, but those writs were afterwards served by Mr. St. Armand by leaving them at the
iRegistry Offices I cannot say whether Mr. Ryland resided in town or.not at that tume.
'L saw Mr. Geo. Stephens on Saturday last and he asked me to come to the Registry Uffice
and give evidence with reference to the service of the above-mentioned saisic-arréts ; but
I declined doing so until I received a summons to which I readily attended.

: . (Signed,) A. BROGAN.
Sworn before me, at the City of Montreal, .
the 17th day of January, 1867.
(Signed,) Geo. FuTvoyk,
Commissioner.

(No. 58.)

The deposition of JouN A. PEB:KINS, of the City of Montreal, Ksquire, Advocate.

. As Advocate I have had business with the Office of the Registrar of the Repistration
Division of Montreal, for depositing deeds for registration and obtaining certificates of
searches relating to business of my clients, The delay in obtaining deeds deposited for
Registration often hag extended to my kuowledge to several months; but when it was
Enecess’ary to produce iinmediately a registered copy, 1 have obtained from the Registrar
tthe copy deposited by leaving with him a duly compared transcript of1t, he giving me the
certificate of Registration as to the day and.hour of deposit. I refer more particularly to
ctes de Tutelle. Last yer o notice of property to be affected by a.judgment ia the case
of Davie vs. Hervieus, was, as I understood, and.as appeats by the Cash Book kept bv
yself and Geo. W. Stephens, deposited with the Registrar, and on my application some
time after, to give notice of property to be affected by & judgment 1n the case of Geo. B.
uir vs, the same Hervieux, I found that thg first notice so deposited had not been
egistered, beoause, as I was informed at the Registrar’s Office, the neoessary fees had
ot been paid. On the fees being paid by me on poth notices they were duly registered,
he first ¥namely, that in the onse of Davie vs, Hervieux taking precedence. I have always
et with oivility and politeness from the Registrar and his deputy in their office, which 1
visited but seldom. In reforence to the certificates of the Registrar. to_be attached to
heriff’s return of real estgte, I have frequently found the return of the wittdelayed, as I
ag informed, in the Sheriff’s Offico, from the fact of the Registrar not having furnished
is certificate, and in a case of Perkins vs. Moir, in which the property was sold last June,
he certificate and retarn have not, to my knowledge, yot-been made, and I have always
cen informed at the Sheriff’s Office, that the delay was ocoasioned by the non-production
f the Registrar’s certificate. In December last I failed to obtain the Registrar’s certificate
f charges in the cnse £z parte, Lyman et al,, in time to take proceeding to obtain confir-
tion of title, whibh I have not yet obtained, nor have I yet obtained the Registrar’s
ertificate. T do not know what may be the cause of the delay in the Registrar's Office,
ut I consider that that delay is far too great in the return of doouments deposited for
egistration and In the granting of certificated of searches.

(Signed,) J. A. PERKINS, Jr.

worn before me, at the City of, Montreal,
the 18th day of January, 1867.
(Siguned,) Geo Furvors,
Comminsioner,
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- (Nb. 59.)

P blfl‘he doposition of J. AUGUSTIN: LEVERT, of the City of Monttesl, Bstjtite; Notary
ublie. .

T om employed in the Office of the Registrar for the Registration Division of Mont.
real. I attend daily from nine in the forenoon, until five in the afterncon. My dufies
extend prinoipally to making searches to afford the Registrar the necessary information to
grant certificates of search. The transoription into the Registers is done by varivhs cletks,
numbéring from five to seven. Two always commence at seven in the morning and work
till- the middle of the day, until they have completed their task, which is about nine: pages.
They are replaced by others who work utitil after six in the evening until the sime task
has been completed. I am aware that the Registrar and his deputy attend the office on
pon juridical days, as I am informed, to examine the work that has been done in the
office. The principal delay in transcribing deeds into the Registers is:oodasionéd by the
limited number of books; and the impossibility of more than one copyist belng engaged
at the same time on the same Register. If the law allowed more than one Register for
each class of documents to be opened at the samo time, more copyisty conld be employed
and the delay proportionately reduced. I have been employed in the Registry Office
more than twelve years, and have seen all kinds of characters come on official business,
but I know of no improper conduct on the part of the Registrar.

(Signed,) J. A.E. LEVERT.

Sworn before me, dt the City of Moutreal,
the 4th day of February, 1867.
. (Signed,) Geo. Fuevove,
Commissioner.

(No. 80.)

The deposition of BENSAMIN DUBAND, of the City of Montreal, Notary Public.

I am employed in the Registry office in the City of Montreal, as copyist. I attend
daily from seven in the morning till noon,.or a little later, when I am repleced by another,
who I understand continues to write in the same register until six or seven in the evening,
or until he has completed the ordinary task of nine pages. During the time I am in the
office* avother copyist is employed iw transeribing into another register. His name is
Joseph Senez. No greater number of writers than that employed could be copying at
the'sape time, as the number of registers is limited, and as the law requires the éntries
to be made consecutively. It is to my knowlédge that the Registrar attends the office on
Holidays, but I know not for what purpose. I am never at the office when it is ¢losed to

the public in the afternoon.
) : (Signed), . BENJAMIN DURAND:
Sworn before me at the City of Montreal,
* the 5th day of February, 1867. .
(Signed,) Geo. Furvoys, -
Commissioner.

i e

(No. 61.)

The deposition of Joserm SENEZ, of the City of Montreal, Law Student.

I.am one of the copyists in the Registry Office for the Registration Division of
Montreal, where I attend daily from seven o’olock-in the forenobir-until noon or so soon
after as 1 have completed the amount of transoription required by’the Registrar from all
the writers, being about nine pages. I am then replaced by another copyist, Mr. Messier,
who continues to write in the same Register-until ho has performed the same task, and
which generally occupies him till six or seven o'clock in the evening. The Register in
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which I write is that containing ¢ deeds of alienation and conveyance.” Another volume
for “ obligations” is written up by Mr. Durand, and the geuntleman who takes his place
in the afternoon. Unless a greater number of books was provided for, no greater expedi-
tivn could. take place in the entry in those two Registers, which contain the prineipal,-and
the great number of deeds to he registered, as no moro than one sapyist can be writing in
the same Register at one and the same time. I have been gngaged in this employment
more than three years, I know that the Registrar now resides in the City of Montreal.
. o (Bigned,) JOSEPH SENEZ,
Sworn before me, at the City of Montreal, '
the 5th day of -February, 1867.

(Signed,) GEo. FoyvoyE,

Commissioner.

(No. 62.)

The deposition of EMMANUEL MEssiER, of the City of Montreal, Notary Puble.

I have been engaged as transeribing clerk in the office of the Registrar for \the
Registration Division of Montreal, since the month of July, 1861. 1 attend there daily
from the middle of the day to replace the writer who has beon engaged writing in the
same Register from seven io the morning, and taking up the work" from the last word
written by him I transoribe into the same Register until I have completed the task
assigned to me, nine ‘pages, which generally occupics my time till six or seven in the
ovening. Without s larger number of books no greater number of copyists could be
employed. Besides the four clerks ordinarily employed on the Registegs for « Sales”
amf “*Obligations,”’ there are three other gentlemen besides the Registrar employed in
the office, namely : Warwick H. Ryland, the Deputy Registrar, and Mr. Augustin Levert,
and 'Mr. John Lloyd, making in all seven,sbesides the Registrar. If there were a greater
number of clerks they could not be employed under the present system, which require
documents to be transoribed consecutively.

. (Signed,) BMMANUEL MESSIER.
Sworn before xe, at the City of Montreal,
the 5th day of February, 1867.
(8igned,) Geo, Fuorvoyk,
Commissioner.

(No. 63.)

The deposition of -JoEN WHYTE, of the City of Montreal, Official Assignee.

1 am one of the signers to the Petition in question, which I sigwed ou its being'pre-
sofited to me for signature, previously to which I was ignorant of the intention of getting
up any such Petition or of its contents. The only complaint I have to make is the great
delay in obtaining from the office documents doposited for registration, which delay I have
always considered too great, and which exposes people to great inconvenience and causes
a feefing of insecurity. In my capacity of Official Assignee, I find a very great incon-
venience by the delay in obtaining Registrar’s certificates of title of real estate belonging
to insolvents, the arrangement of whose affairs falls into my hands. T am not aware of
the canse of such delay, but some remedy to. remove it is highly desirable. Xn my ex-
perience T know of no case of loss being suffered from error in registratiop qr inagouragy
of certificate of search in the Registry Office in question. : .

/" (Signed,) JOHN WHYTE.
Sworn'before me, at the City of Montresl, ‘
the 6th'day of February, 1867.

(Bigned,) Geo. Forvoys,
: Qommissioner.
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(No. 64.)

The déposition of ALEXANDER CRoss, of the City of Monutreal, Esquire, Advocate,

I am praprietor of repl estate in the City of Montreal, and as such as well as in ny
capacity of Advocate, have had business with the Registry Office in question. I, as well
as my olients, have suffered much from the delay in the lt.iyelivery of doouments deposited
for registration. This delay has to my knowledge extended to three or four months, but
Iam not prepared to say positively that that delay has over extended to six or eight
months, but my impression is that a delay of six months hss ‘ocourred in one or more
cases in which I was interested. The Registrar has always afforded me every facility, and
that with politeness, in any search I have had to make, aud the same courtesy has been
always shown to me by his deputy and assistants. I have not made the subject of regis-
tration my particular study, but have always attributed the delay complained.of to the
systeri and not to anything on the part of the Registrar. The petition was presented to
me by Geo. W, Stephens, Esquire, as being for general enquiry into the “Registry Office.
1 have not understated the delay, and I am decidedly of opinion that a reform in the
system is extremely desirable, .
' . (Signed,) A. CROSS.
Sworn before me, at the City of Montreal,

the 7th day of Februnary, 1867. . .

(Signed,) Geo. Furvore,
Commissioner.

(No. 65.)

The deposition of JorN LLo¥D, of the City of Montreal, Esquire.

I have been employed in the Registry Office for nearly two years, where I attend
deily from 9 A.M., to 4} P.M. My duties are to keep all the various indices, to write
up the minute book, and to assist in the general work of the office. o
. Two of the clerks attend from 7 A.M. to 12 at noon, when they are relieved by two
others who work uatil 7 P.M., transeribing in the Registers on an average of 9 or 10
pages a day each. '

Besides myself there are five other clerks employed in the office, independently of the
Deputy Registrar, making in all seven.

‘ (Signed,) JOHN LLOYD.
Sworn before me, at the City of Montreal,
this 12th day of February, 1867.
(Signed,) Geo. Forvovk,
Commissioner.

(No. 66.)

The deposition of Warwick HastiNes Rynanp, Deputy Registrar for the Regis-
tration Division of Montreal.

With referencq to the deposition of Mr George Stephens (No. 46), the document
-to which he refers was brought to the office without g?ment of the Registrar’s feés, and
without the Jaw stamps necessary to pay the Court House tax, and cougequently it was
not enregistered until his partner Mr. Perkins complied with the law in this respeot.
With regard to Mr, Thibault’s statement in his deposition (No. 54), T can merely say
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that he came into tho office, long after office hours, having no business of his own cqnnected
with it, and conduoted himself in such & manner that I was obliged to order him out.

As for Mr. Pellotior's statement in his deposition (No. 55), I am not aware of any
theatrical ropresentation having taken place, nor could there have been any without my
knowledge, as I keep the keys of the room to which he referred, the duplioates of whish
are in the care of the servant in charge of the office. Moreover any,professional man.could
prove the physical impossibility of any individual looking into the office from the position
which Mr. Pelletier said he occupied. His whole evidence therefore is utterly unfounded~
and without trath. :

(Signed,) W. H. RYLAND.
Sworn before me, at the City of Montreal,
the 12th day of February, 1867.
’ (Signed,) GEeo. Forvoye,
Commissioner.

(No. 67.)

Statement made by WiLriAx WorkMAN, of the City of Montreal, Esquire, but not
reduced to the form of a‘deposition. .

I am a proprietor of real estate in the City of Montreal, and am one of the signers
of the Petition asking for an investigation into the Registry Office for the Registration
Division of Montreal. I do all my business through my Notary, Théod Doucet, who
deposits at, and withdraws from, the Registry Office all 'iny deeds refuiring registration,
so that I am not particularly conversant with any complaint made against the Registry
Office as fo- the working of the system, but I think thas that system could be greatly
improved by adopting some plan whereby properties could more easily be found, and the
hypothecs upon them, without reference to the name of the owner.

(No. 68.)

Statement of W. J. Horkins, of the City of Montreal, Architeot, in reply to certain
inquiries made of him. )
) MonrrEAL, February 12, 1867.

Dear Sir,—In accordance with your instructions, I have made the: necessary
mehsurements between Mr, Pellefier’s house and the Registrar's Office, across Notre
Dame street, as well as sundry oth®y dimensions necessary to enmable me to answer the
questions you put to me. . These I have laid down to scale upon the accompanying draw-
ings,* and whioh, L think, will demonstrate the points upon which you require information
better than any lengthened written explanation could do. ’ .

1st. The distance from front wall of Mr. Pelletier’s house to that of the Registrar’s
Office is 136 feet b inches. . .

2nd. The height from pavement to eye of person on first-floor of Mr. Pelletier’s
house is from 19 feet 6 inches to 20 feet. The height of the eye above floor being taken
at & feet 6 inches. : ’ i T

3rd. The height of bottom o&“ window in Registrar’s Office, outside, is 5 feet, inside
4 fﬁet. 7 inches. These dimensions are taken up to the top of the lower wooden rail of the
sashes, — :

4th. The dimension of the window, 7.c., the glazed.portion, is 3 feet 8 inches high by
2 strips of 12 inches wide each. G5 : )

bth. The oblique distance from eye on first floor of Pelletier’s house and hbottom of
window is 141 feet. - :

TR

¥ Not gopied.
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The prolongation of this line would strike the dack wall of the * retiring room ”’ iu
rear of the Registrar’s Office at 2 feet 8 inches ahove the floor level, and the projeotion of
the line would not strike the floar itself nearer than a distance sof 24 feet outside and
beyond the back wall above named. . L.

6th. In my apinion there is no possibility whatover of seeing what is doing in a dark
room, under any circumstances, at the distances sbove named, and the difficulty is still
farther increased when there are two pairs of double windows to be seen through in making
the.attempt.

I am, Dear Sir, -
Yours faithfully,
JNO. WM. HOPKINS,
Arphitect, &e.
Georox Furvoyk, Esq.,
Montreal.

(No. 69.)

Letter from THoMas RIiMMER, Esquire.
. MONTREAL, 20d January, 1867.

S18,—1I have your ciroular requesting me to attend and give cvidence at your office,
regpecting the management of the Registration Office. . ,

The%_eﬁtjo’p gent to the Government last year was drawn up at the request, of the
Roard of Tradé here, at their annual meeting. The Couneil were requested to forward
it to the proper suthoritjes. -

As Vice-President of the Board of  Trade, I deemed it my duty to sign this Petition
(asking for an enquiry), as the complaints against the rmenagement of this Office were
numerous and of a serious nature.

Mr Henry Lyman, Mr. Wm. Darling and Mr. Jesse Joseph (especially the latter),
were amongst those who were the chief parties complaining (so far as I have any personal
know]l;dge), T refer you to these gentlemen. I have no personal knowledge in the matter
myself. :
Your obedient servast.

THOS. RIMMER.
Georee Fynvove, Egg.

(No. 70.)

Letter of GEo. SHAw, Esquire, of the late fitm of G. & D. Shaw, whose names are
attached tp the Petition.
; MoNTREAL, 3rd Janpary, 1866.

Dear Rynanp,—I enclose notice received to-day. I never signed or had. cause to
sign any such Petition, and can only say that 1 have been treated with the greatest polite-
ness in your Office, when I had occasion to call there. Any business I have had has.heen
got through with a despateh I did not expect ina public office.

Yours very truly.
. GEORGE SHAW.
W. H. Ryaxp, Esq., ‘
Dep. Reg., Montreal.
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@)

(1) OTrAWA, January 21st, 1867.

Sin,—As I shall be absent from the City of Montreal for about a week, I will feel
obliged by your furnishing me, by the time I return, with your own remarks on the 4th
item of the Petition now before me, in connection with the 7th paragraph thereof as re-
gards the 48th, 49th, 60th, and 6lst cisuses of the Registry Imw, more particularly.
whether the requirements of thosé enaotments have been striotly observed in your office,
and if not, by favoring me with your reasons for not so strictly observing them, and the
manner-in which- they have been observed:

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your mo’t obedient servant,

GEO. FUTVOYE,
. Commissioner.
_G. H. Ryranp, Egq., ’
Registrar, Montreal.

@) Redmwiny OFFICE, .
. . Mon}real, 23rd January, 1867.

S1e,—I haVe to acknowledze the'receipt of your official communication of the 2lst
instait, rélative to the fourth item of the Petitivn from certain inhabitants of Montreal,
\now‘géfofe you, asking for an enquiry inte the management of the Registry Office under
my charge.

Tn reply I beg to state that the requirements of the 48th section of the Registry Law
have been carried out with this slight differonce, that whereas all general mortgages are
created by Judgments of Court and Actes of Tutelle, to whish the notices, when deposited -
for registration, are invariably attached, I have considered it best tu enregister both in
the book kept for this special purpose, as affording greater facility of reference ; as regards
tho 49th section, there have as yet b#en no renewals, consequently the law as regards these
Instiuments, is still in a measure, a dead letter. . . ,

Witlr respect to the sections 60 and 61, I have to state that the requirements of the
law are complied with as strictly as possible. -

The Index tq pames is made up daily, but-the page is, of course, not inserted until
the full length transcriptions are completed. Inasmuch, however, as an Index to Estates
has never been kept in Montreal, it is not the practice to enter the names of the parish,
towiisliip, &e., &c., in the-Alphabetical Index for names, partictlarly as the greater part
of the documents deposited for registration relate to property in the City of Montreal, and
the locality in every instance, wherever situated, is inserted in the Minute Book, on the
accuracy of which our searches for property may be said . to depend.

1 have the honor to be, Sir,
Your most obedient servant,

‘@, H. RYLAND,
: Registrar.
Gzorex Furvoyk, Esq., :
Commissioner, &o., &e.
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(J)
StaTe oF REcisTERs ON' 12ri1 FEBRUARY, 1867,
Memorials.
) No. of] Office Numbers given
Registor, Vol. Date of firat entry. to Ingtruments. Date of last entry.
A, 2 Dec. 13, 1847 . 889 to 1,453 ; Nov. 16, 1866
Wills.
LY
BaA 5 June 22, 1866. l 43,205 to 45,817 r Jan. 8, 1867.
Sales and Obligations.
B 90 March 5, 1866 l 43,966  to 44,804 |  Avg. 18 1886
91 May 21, 1866 44219 to 44816 ) Aug. 21; 1866
92 Aug. 21, 1866 | 44,816 to 45558 !  Dec. 3, 1866
93 Aug, 20, 1866 ' 44,807 to 45,660 ‘ Dec. 15, 1866
[
Marriage Contracts.
|
BB 9 March 3, 1866 I 43,753  to 45,956 t Jan, 22, 1867

Judgments, ge.

BC ‘ 4| April 18, 1864 i 3786 to 45719 ‘ Dec, 21, 1866

DeedWersth.

DC l 2 l June 6, 1866 l 2706 ° to 3,149 I " Dec. 11, 1866

Debentures.

:

D" l 1 Aug. 15, 1861 l 30472 to 31,112 Aug. 18, 1861
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APPENDIX K.

————

Judgment and Evidence on application for seccurity of costs by Defendant in case
RYLAND vs. OGILVY.

ProvINGE OF CANADA
ies of Motra.} SUPERIOR COURT OF LOWER CANADA.

The thirtieth day of April, one thousand eight hundred and sixty-six.
No. 2,590,
Present
THE HONORABLE JUDGE BERTHELOT.
GeorGE H. RYLAND, of the City of Montreal, Esquire, Registrar of the Registration
Division of Montreal,
Plaintif.
vs.
JorN OaILvy, of the same place, Esquire, Merchant,
. Defendant.
The Court having heard the parties by their Counsel upon the motion made and fyled
by the Defendant in this cause, on the 26th February last past, that inasmuch as it appears
by the affidavit therewith produced, that the Plaintiff resides without Lower Candda, and
has his domicile in Upper Canada, he the said Plaintiff be held to give good and sufficient
security for payment of said Defendant’s costs, in case the Plaintiff should fail in his
present action, and that all proceedings in this cause be stayed and suspended uatil such

security be offered and received, having examined the ptoceedings and deliberated thereos,
doth reject the said motion, with costs.

(Signed,) HUBERT, PAPINEAU & HON%Y,S

'1‘11;a1 said JoEN<D@ILVY, the Defendant in this cause, befng duly sworn, maketh oath
and saith :

That the said George H. Rylaud, the Plaintiff, has for severd] years last past, except
when absent at times from home and during occasional visits to the City of Montreal,
-continged to reside out of Lower Canada, to wit: at or near the Town of Picton, in Upper
Canada, where he has his domioile, That the said George H. Ryland is generally considered
to be a resident of Picton sforesaid, or its neighbourhood, and that his family is at present
actually residing there. 'That to corroborate his present affidavit, deponent, produces
herewit&ﬁ) printed copy of aun Official Return made by jghe then Provinocial Secretary of
this Provihee, ¢ to an Address of the Honorable the Legislative Assembly, dated 2nd
March, 1863, for copies of Reports made by the Inspector of Registry Offices in Lower
Canada,” which Return is hereunto annexed marked A, at page eight of which Return, in
the Report made by George Futvoye, Esquire, as Inspector for the Registry Office for
the Registration Division of Montreal, reference is made to the Registrar of the Registration
Division of Montreal, to wit : the said George H. Ryland as “being at his tusual residence
in.Upper Canada,” thus shewing that he resided without Lower Canada, aud further this -

-depongnt saith not,
T (Signed,) JOHN OGILVY,
Sworn Wbfore me, at-the spid City of Montreal,
this 26th day of February, 1866.
" (Siguned,) JoxN HELDER IsAA0S0N,
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Joun WaYTE, of the City of Monteal, in the District of Montreal, Official Assigne
being duly sworf, maketh oath and saith: .

That heis well acquainted with George H. Ryland, Esquire, Registrar of the Regis
tration Division of Montreal, to wit: the Plaintiff in this cause,and has beon so acquainte
with him for ypwards of fifteen years.

That the residence of the said George H. Ryland is out of Lower Canada, namely, a
or near the Town of Pioton, in Upper Canada, where tho said George H. Ryland ha
resided and had his domiocile for thé last four years, and where the family of the sai
George H. Ryland is at present residing]

That during the course of the last six months this deponent was desirous of having
certain documents or pleadings of the Court of Chancery in Upper-Canada served upon
the ssid George H. Ryland in matters in which he and this delponént were concerned ;
but that this deponent, after making diligent search and careful enquiry, was unable to
find any domicile of the said George H. Ryland in the District of Montreal, and deponent
was unable, therefore, to have' service made there upon the said George H. Ryland, who
could not be found in Montreal, and deponent was finally obliged to have said documents
or plendings served upon the said George H. Ryland in Upper Canada.

That this deponent has been unable to levy anything under a Writ of Kxecution
issued against the Plaintiff in the Distriot of Montreal for a sum exceeding one hundred
pounds, for which deponent had obtained judgment against the said George H. Byland.

That to the best of deponont’s knowledge and belief, the said George H. Ryland is
not possessed of any property within Lower Canada sufficient to guarantee the payment of
the costs-of tho present suit, and further the deponent saith not.

(Signed,) JOHN WHYTE,
Sworn before me, at the said City of Montreal,
this 23rd day of February, 1866.
(Signed,) J. A, LABt}mg, c

DoNaLD FrasER, of the Town of Picton, in the Couunty of Prince Edward, in that
part of the Province of Cavada which formerly constituted the Province of Upper Canada,
Merchant, being duly sworn,. maketh oath and saith ;

That he is well acquainted with George H. Rylanid, Registrar of the Registration
Division of Montreal, in Lower Canada. That the said George H. Ryland has for the
last eight years, except when occasionally absent from homc;, constantly resided near the
Town of Picton aforesaid, with his family. - ¢ )

That to the best of this deponent’s knowledge and belief the actual domicile of the
said George H. Ryland is near Pioton aforesaid, and he is generally considered to bea
resident of the Township of Hallowell, near the said Town of Picton. That the family of
the said George H. Ryland is at this moment actually residing near Picton aforesaid, in
the house which constitutes the domicile of the said George H. Ryland, where they have
been residing during the past year, and up to the present time; snd further deponent

saith not, and . he hath signed.
(Sigued,) DONALD FRASER.
Sworn before me, at Picton aforesaid,
this 18th day of March, 1866.
—~ (Sigued,) R. J. FirzaspaLp,
A Commissioner of the said Superior Court, for taking affidavits in- Upper Canada,
" for use in Lower Canada, under Consolidated Statutes of Canada, chapter 79.

WitLiam G. Kemp, of the Town of Picton, in the County of Prince Edward, in
Upper Canada, Merchant's Clerk, being duly sworn, maketh oath and saith ;

That he is well acquainted with George H. Ryland, Registrar of the Registration
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Divisiont of Montraal, in Lower Canada. That the said George H. Ryland has, for the
last several years, excopt when occasionally absont from home, constantly resided at or
ngar the Town of Picton, aforesaid, with bis family. prs
~’  'That to the best of this deponent’s knowledge-and belicf, the actual domicile of tho
said Georgo H. Ryland is at or near Picton aforesaid, and ho is gonerally considered to bo
resident of the Town of Pioton, or its neighborhood.
" That tho family of the said George H. Ryland is at this moment actually residing at
or near Pioton aforesaid, in the houso which constitutes the domicile of the said George
"H. Ryland, where they have beon residing for the past year up to the present time, and
further deponent saith not and hath signed.
(Signed,) WILLIAM G. KEMP.

Sworn before me, at Picton, in the County of Prince Edward,
thie 13th of March, 1866.
(Signed,) Ricn. J. FrrzGERALD,
A Commissioner ot the said Superior Court, for taking affidavits 1n Upper Canada,
for use in Lower Canada, under Consolidated Statutes of Canada, cap. 79.

JonN W?gzm,, of the City of Kingston, in the Counaty of Frontenac, in Upper
Canada, buildef, being duly sworn, maketh oath and saith ;

That he is well acquainted with George H. Ryland, Registrar of the Registration
Division of Montreal, in Lower Canada. , That the said George H. Ryland has, for the
last several years, cxcept whon occasionally absent from home, constantly resided at or
near the Town of Pigton, in the County of Prince Edward, in Upper Canada, with his
family. That to the best of deponent’s knowledge and belief, the actual domicile of the
said George H. Ryland, is at or near Picton, aforesaid, and that ha is gencrally considered
to be a resident of the Town of Picton.

That the family of the said George H. Ryland is actually at this moment residing at
Picton, in the house which constitutes the domicile of the said George H. Ryland, where
they have been residing during tho past year, and up to the present time; and further

deponent saith not and hath signed.
(Sigued,) JOHN WADDELL.
Sworn befors me, at Kingston, aforesaid, ’
. the 24th day of February, 1866.
- (Signed,) Jas. A. HENDERSON,
A Commissioner of the said Superior Court, for taking affidavits in Upper Cabads,
for use in Lower Canada, under Consolidated Statutes of Canada, cap. 79.

The above deposition was sworn before me, at the City of Kingston, the 24th day of
Fobruary, 1866. ’
(Signed,) Jas. A. HENDERSON,
A Commissioner under Consolidated Statutes of Canads, cap. 79,
for taking affidavits in Upper Canada, for uso in Lower Canada.

‘Dr

Pierck  Ryaw, of the.City of Montreal, Isquire, Advocate, being duly sworn,
maketh” oath and saith :—That he is acting Agent and Soliditor on bebalf of * The
Romar Catholic Episcopal Corporation of Montreay’in and about the letting aud leasing
of certain houses and property belonging to tho-gaid Corporation in the City of Montreal.

That on or about the 30th day of Mpys 18G4, by deed of lease passed at Montreal, on
the said last mentioned day, before Mtde. A~4:. Bourhonnidre and Colleague, Notaries,
and whoreof an aunthentic copy is hereunto annexed, the said Corporation let and. leased
for the term of one year, from the first day of the _said\monﬁx of May, unto.Captain
Edward Weloh, of the said City of Montrea], Esquire, Barratk Master, but since deccased,
that certain dwelling house known as pumber onme, Place Lartigue (or Lartigue Place),
Sherbraoka streat, iu_the spid-€ity of Montveal. That the said Captain Edward Welch
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cordance with the terms of the'said lease, which was coutinued by tucite réconduction
foy abgther year, from and after the first day of May, 1865, and he continued to use an

occupy™Mbe said house, under the said lease until the time of his death, to wif, on or abou

the 26thay of November, 1865, since which time the said Roman Catholic Episcopal
Corporatioh of Montreal holds Dame Sophia Ann Ebgland, widow of the said Edward
Welch, responsible for the said rent; and deponent believes that the furniture garnishing
the said housebelongs to said Dame Sophia Ane England, and deponent hath signed.

(Signed,) PIERCE RYAN.

h\nd and enjoyed possession of the said house as the tenant, Jocataire, of the said Corporatioq

Sworn before me, at the City of Montreal,
this 24th day of March, 1866
(Signed,) J. H. JosiN,
€. S. C. distriot of Moatreal, L. C.

WirLiam C. Haggis, okthe Cit; of Moutreal, gentleman, being duly sworn, maketh
oath and saith: * -

That he.s credibly infermed and hath every reason to believe and doth believe that
the dwelling house number one, Place Lartigue (or Lartigue Place), Sherbrooke strect,
City of Montreal, hath not been and is not now tenanted by the Plaintiff in this cause,
George H. Ryland, but hath been and 13now occupied by one Henry Bawtree, u sub-tenant
to Dame Sophia Abn England, widew ohthe late Captain Edward Welch, Yu bis ifetime,
Barrack-master, of Montreal, and further deponent saith not, and hath sigaed.

" (Signed,) W. C. HARRIS.

Sworn at Montreal,
this 26th day of March, 1866.
(Signed,) = +J. 8. HunTER
Com. Sup. Coutt, L. C.

ROBERT ANDERSON, of the City of Montreal, store
oath and saith : '

That he is credibly informed and hath every reason to
lieve, that the dwelling house, No. 1, Place Lartigue (or Lartiguc Place), Sherbrooke
Street, in the City of Montrea), hath been and is at the present Yude actually sub-let by
Dame Sophia Ann England, widow of the late Captain Edward Welgh, in his lifetime of
the said City of Montreal, Barrack-Master, now deceased, to Harvey-Bagtree of the City of
Montreal, Esquire, who now uses and occupies the said dwelling as sub-Igpant of thegsaid
Dame Sophia Ann England. =~ - e

That¥on Friday last, the 23¢d day of March, now instant, this depone
the said house, No. 1, Place Lartigue, in order to ascertain positively by whom the said
house was occupied, and on ripging the bell at the front door of the said houdg, the said
door was opened by one of the inmates of the said house, namely, one of the fema!
tics'; that on depounent making enquiry of the said domestic whether the s#id g
Mrs. Welch’s, the said domestid replied that it was, but that Mrs. Wékch di ido
‘there at.present, having sub-let the said house, with the furniture therein, fo Mr. Bawlxee
(to wit the said Harvey Bawtree), who had taken the said house up to the first day of
May, now next, and that the said Harvey Bawtree was the actual tenant of said housc
and was then residing there ; that the said domestio further informed this deponent that

she~was the servant of the said Mr. Bawtree, and -further deponent saith notand hath
.signed, ®

n, being duly aworn, maketh

lieve, and doth verily be-

(Signed,) ROBERT ANDERSON.
Swore at Montreal, -

this 26th day of March, 1866.
(Signed,) J. 8. HonTER,
Com. Spp. Court, L. C.
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"

Georae H. RYrAND, of the City of Montreal, I:}squire, being duly sworn upon the
Holy Evaogelists, deposeth and saith :  +

That he is the Plaintiff in this cause ; That he has filled the officc of Registrar of
the County and District and Division of Montreal for a number of years past, and has always
resided jn“the City of Montreal, and has kept said office there.

That at the date of the institution of this suit, deponent resided in Montreal and
was a householder, keeping house at No. 1 Lartigue Place, Sherbrooke Street, where-he
still resides ; and further deponent saith not.

(Signed,) G. II. RYLAND.

, Sworn before me, at Montreal,
this 14th day of March, 1866.
(Signed,) ‘P. J. BEaupry,
Commissioner, C. §

Warwick HasTINGs RyLanp, of the City of Montreal, lisquire, being duly sworn
upon the Holy Evangelists, deposeth and saith: - '

That the Plaintiff in this cause, his father, is Registrar, aud deponent is Deputy
Registrar for the Registration Division of Montreal.

That the Plaintiff has for a number of years past resided ia the City of Montreal,
and he keeps his offico there. ' )

That at the time of the -institution of this suit the Plaintiff resided in the City of
Montreal, and was a householder, living at No. 1, Lartigue Place, Sherbrooke Street,
where he still resides, deponént living there with him; and further deponent saith not,

add has signed.
. (Signed,) W. H. RYLAND.
Sworn before me at Montrepl,
this 14th dgy.of March, 1866.
(Signed,) P. J. BEAUDRY,
Commissioner C. S.

GILBERT ScoTT, of the City of Montreal, gentleman, being duly sworn upon the
Holy ‘Evangelists, doth depose and say :

That he is well acquainted with Geo. H. Ryland, the plaintiff in this cause, and is
in the habit of meeting him almost every day.
That during the mouths of January and February last past the plaintiff resided at
No. 1 Lartigne Place, Sherbrooke.Strect, in the City of Movtreal, and still continues to
reside there, and further deponent kaith not, and he hath signed.
’ (Sigoed,) . GILBERT SCOTT.
Sworn before me at Montreal, : '
this 220d day of March, 1866.
" (Signed,) J. BELLE,-

. S.C

.
:HarRvEY BAWTREE, of the City of Montreal, geatleman, being duly sworn upon
the Holy Kvangelists, doth depose and say : -

'That he is well acquainted with George H. Ryland, the plaintiff in this cauvse, and is
in the habit of meeting him almost every day. .

That during the months of January and February last past the plaintiff resided at
No. 1 Lartigue Place, Sherbrooke Street, in the City of Montreal, and still continues to
\{:side there, and further deponent saith not, and he hath signed.

: (Signed,) HARVEY BAWTREE.
Sworn before me at Montrealy . .
this 20th day of March, 18G6. .
(Signed,) P. J. Beaunny,
Com. S
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-

JaMES GoDSCHALL JOHNSON, of the City of Montreal, gentleman, being duly
sworn upon the Holy Iivangelists, doth deposo.and say :

That he is well acquainted with Georgo H. Ryland, the plaintiff in this cause, and
is in the habit of mecting him almost cvery day.

That during the months of January and February last past the plaintiff resided at
No. 1 Lartigue Place, Sherbrooke Street, in the City of Montreal, and still continues to
reside there, and further deponent saith not, And he hath signed.

(Sigued,) JAMES G. JOHNSON.

Sworn before me at Montreal,

this 19th day of March, 1866.

' (Sigued,) P.J. Beavpry,
Com. €. S.

F. W. HEnsuaw, of the City of Montreal, merchant, being duly sworn 'upon the
Holy Evangelists, doth depose and say :

.. That he is well acquainted with Georg®Il. Ryland, the plaintiff in this cause, and
he is in the habit of meeting him almost daily.

That deponent resides at No. 2 Lartigue Place, Sherbrooke Street, in this city, and
the said Ryland resides at No. 1, in the same row, and did so during the months of
Junuary and February, last passed, to my konowledge, and further deponent saith noty

-and he hath signed.

(Signed,) ¥. W. HENSHAW.
Sworn before me at Moutreal, .
this 19th day of March, 1866.
(Signed,) P. J. Beaubry,
Com. C. S,
(L)-

No. 5017,

Ou this Eighth day of May, in tha year of OQur Lord, onc’thousaud, eight hundred
and ste y-three, before the Honorable S. C. Monk, one of Her Majesty’s Justices of thd
Superior Court for Lower Canada, at the Court House, in the City of Montreal, personally
appeared George Herman Ryland, Registrar for the Registration Division of Montreal,
Joseph Doutre, of the said City of Montreal, Esquire, Advocate, and Theodore de Monte-
nach, of the parish of St. Charles, Esquire, who by these presents do and each of them
doth acknowledge themseclves and himself to be jointly and severally indebted to Our
Sovereign Lady the Queen, in the sum of Sixtcen thousand dollars,

The condition of this recognizanco is such, that whereas the said George Herman
Ryland hath been appointed Registrar for the County of Montreal. now comprised in the
Registration Division of Montreal, if the said George Horman Ryland do always well
and truly, honestly and faithfully execute the said Office, and perform and fulfil all and
cvery the daties enjoined and required to be done by him as such Registrar by law in all
things, then this recognizance shall be void and of no offect, otherwise it shall remain in

full force and virtue.
(Signed,) G. H. RYLAND.
. ) JOSEPH DOUTRE. -
T. DE MONTENACH.
Taken and ackno\vleggcd before me at Montreal,
this eighth day of May, one thousand eight
hundred and sixty-three, in duplicate.
(Signed,) 8. C. Noxg, 8. J.
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ProvINCIAL REGISTRAR'S OFFICE,
Ottawa, 10th December, 1866.
I hereby certify the foregoing to be a true and faithful copy of the Record of the
Original Bond, as entered in Lib. G. Y., folio 553.
(Signed,) Geo. H. Lang,
Dep. Prov. Registrar.

APPENDIX M.

Documents and Correspondence relating to the SURETIES of the Reyistrar for the
Registration Division of Montreal

. Commissioner to Assistant Provincial Seerclary.

. Assistant Provincial Sceretary to Commissioner.

do do to do

. Registrar to Assistant Provincial Secretary.

. A. Kierzkowski to Registrar.

. W. Hogan to do

. Assistant Provineial Secretary to Registrar.

. Registrar to Assistant Provincial Secretary.

. Assistant Provincial Secretary to Registrar.

. Registrar to Assistant Provincial Secretary.

do ‘ do do

2. Certificate of J. I, LeBlane.

. Provineial Secretary to Registrar.

. Registrar to Provincial Secretary.

. Certificate of Deputy Registrar, Richelieu.

. Provincial Seorctary to Registrar.

. Registrar to Provineial Seorectary.

do ~ to Assistant Provincial Secretary.

. Jos. Doutre to Provincial Secretary.

. Provincial Seeretary to Registrar.

o pe

- o oo

DO bt b dd ek ) ek el e pd ped
ST XNIOVED WO D P

1 e ey
@ Montreal, Dec. 7, 1806,

My Dear S8tr,—The Registrar for the Registration Division of Montreal informs me
that the Security Bonds given by himself with Messrs. Doutre & DeMontenach were both
transmitted by him to you. A

As one of them is not, as it should be, enregistered in the Court of Queen’s Bench or
Superior Court here, under the provisions ot chapter 87 of the Consolidated Statates for
Lower Canada, section 102, paragraph 4, page 880, will you be good enough to inform me
what may have become of the two duplicates so said to have been.sent to you. .

1 have also to request you to farnish me with a copy of all correspondence relating to
the offering and accepting of those gentlomen as sureties and of any correspondence with
Mr. Ryland, or them in any way relatiog to Mr. Ryland’s seourity, since Messrs. DeMon-
tenach & Doutre became his sareties, excopt, of course, the petition which I have.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your most obedient servant,
(Signed,) GEO. FUTVOYE,
E. Paren, Esq., Com. under cap. 13, Con. Stat. of Canada.
Asst. Prov. Sec’y, &o., &e.



" 68

€3} SECRETARY’S OFFICE,- - ’
: Ottawa, 10th Dec., 1866.
Sin,—In reply to the first part of your letter of the 7th instant, I have the honor to
inform you that one duplicate only of his security bond appears to Haye been transmitted
by Mr. Ryland in 1863, as will be seen by his letter, dated Sth May, 1863, the said bond
dated 8th bay of that year, binding jointly himself and Messrs. Joseph Doutre and T\ de
Montenach, and which, after registration, was sent to the Minister of I'inance,
T will gause the copies of correspondence you ask for to be made with all possible
despatch: - ’ .
T hawg the honor to be, Sir,
Your most obedient servant,
(Signed,) E. PARENT,
. : Asst. Sec'y.
Geo. Furvove, lisq.,

Commissioner under cap. 13, C. 8. C,,
Montreal.

3) SEocRETARY’'S OFFICE,
. . Gttawa, 11th Dec., 1866.

8rr;—With reference to the latter part of .my letter to you of yesterday’s date, I
have the honor to transmit to yow herewith cqpies of correspondence asked for by your
letter of the Tth instant. -

I have the honor to be, Sir,
t Your most obedient servant,
(Siguned,) L. PARENT,

Asst. Sec'y.
GEo. Forvoyg, Esq,,

Com’r under ch. 13, C. S. C.,
Montreal.

C)) Rea1sTrY OFFIOE,
Montreal, 12th December, 1862.

Sir,—Provious to the receipt of your official communication, informing me that His
Excellency the Governor General approved of Messrs. Doutre and Hogan as my Securities,

' { had received a letter from Mr. Sicotte to the same effect, and atpnce caused the neces-
sary bonds to be prepared.

. Eregret, however, to add, that on calling upon the above named gentleman to appear be-
fore one of the Judges for the purpose of completing the recognizance, Mr. Hogaun raised an
objection on the ground that Mr. Workman, who had given him a credit of $20,000 in
Molson’s Bank, had threatened to withdraw the accommodation if he became security for
any public officer.

Immediately on the réceipt of che enclosed note, marked No. 1, I applied to Mr.
Kierzkowski, whose letter, marked No. 2, I enclose. i

T have since submitted to Mr. Abbott the name of Mr. Primrose q}' Quebec, and am
now authorized to add that of Captain de Montenach.

I regret that there should have been so much delay in completing these recognizances,
but His kxcellency will perceive how difficult it is for a'public officer situated 2s I am, to
obtain, in'a place where ¥have no family conuections, secutity to so large an amount, ex-
tending in fact to every officer in my Department.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your most obedient servant,

(Sigued,) G. H. RYLAND.
E. ParenT, Esquire,

Assistant Provincial Secretary, ‘
&o., &eo., &o.
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() S1. CriaRLES, 28th November, 1862.

My DEeAR S1r,~Our mutual friend (Capt. de Montenach) has trandmitted to me your
message in reference to a seourity you are in want of in lieu of one that became extinct by
the death of a friend of yours.

I really would have felt gratified to become seourity, in this instance, were it not
that I am only the usufructory, and not the real proprietor of the Estate, which belongs
to my children ; as to my usufruct itself, it is already encumbered in consequence of my
accepting a political mandate,

Believe me, my dear Mr. Ryland, it would have afforded me good deal of pleasure to
make myself agreeable to you in this instance, were it not the utter impossibility in which
I am placed of doing so. .

Ever truly, yours,

(Signed,) A. KIERZKOWSKI.
G. H. Ryranp, Esq,,
’ Montreal.

(No. 1 from Mr. Hoyan:)

©) Monpay EVENING,
Montreal, 3rd November, 1862.
DEeAr 81r,—1I herewith enclose you the letter from the Honorable Mr. Sicatte, handed
me, and regret very much to inform you that Mr. Workman is determined that my agree-
ment with him must be carried out strietly ; he, of course, added that I was free to act as [
choose. I have.already explained to you the aid I obtain from him, and as I am persuaded
you would not have me forfeit his assistance, most roluctantly decline acting in the matter
in question.
Trusting you will meet no difficulty in finding a substitute,
’ I remain, dear Sir,
’ Yours truly,
(Signed,) W. HOGAN.
& H. Ryranp, Esquire,
Registrar.

()] SECRETARY’S OFFICE,
Quebec, 16th December, 1862.

S1r,—With reference to your offer of Messrs. Primrose and de Montenach as your
Sureties, contained i your letter of the 12th instant, I have the honor, by command of
His Excellency the Governor General, to request that you will furaish this Departmeat
with a description of the immovable property of these two gentlemen.

As you have been without Sureties for a long time already, you are expected to traus- -
mit the above information before the end of this month. .

I have also*to request that you will state whether the Government is to understand
that Mr. Doutre, who-bas been approved as ono of your Sureties, is to join or not in the
new bond to be entered into by you.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your obedient servant,
. (Signed,) E. PARENT,
G. H. Ryranp, Esquire, Asst. Seoretary.
Registrar, Montreal.

10
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() Rraistey OFFICE, ‘ -
Montrenl, 24th December, 1862.

S1r,—In compliance with His Excellency the Governor General's commands, con-
veyed in your letter of the 16th instant, I have to inform you that Captain de Montenach
is the proprietor of the Isle aux Cerfs on the River Richelieu, the mansion thereon, and
the extensive mills on the main shore. . :

As I have not heard from Mr. Primrose, I can give no description of his property,
but I have reason to think that with the exception of a small property near Quebes, his
estate is situated in Eogland.

As regards Mr. Doutre, he has authorized me to say that he will be ready atany time
to join Captain de Montenach and myself in the necessary recognizances, but I trust the
Government will see the propriety, on the meeting of Parliament, of reducing the amount
of security to which the Iegistrars generally are liable.

[ have the honor to be,

Sir,
Your most obedicnt servant,
(Signed,) G. H. RYLAND.
E. Parent, Esquire,
Assistant Provineial Secretary,
&e., &e,, &ec.
®) SECRETARY'S OFFICE,

Quebee, 7th Jan., 1863,

Sie,—1I have the honor, by command of His Excellency the Governor General to
request that you will furnish this Departngent with more precise information as regards the
property of Messrs. de Montenach and Doutrg, the value thereof and the hypothecary
charges thereon. The surest means of atminigg the object desired would be for you to
transmit a certified statement or extract from-the valuation rolls of the Municipalitics
where that property is respectively situated, with certificates from the Registrars as to the
hypothecary charges on that property. ) ‘-

You are desired to comply with the above requirement within a week from the receipt
of the present letter.

I have, &e., (
(Signed,) E! PARENT,
@, H. Ryland, Esq., Assist. Sec’y.
Registrar, Montreal.
(10'.') RearsTrY OFFICE,

Montreal, 10th Fanudp; 1863.

Str,—T have to acknowledge the receiptof your official communication of the 7th
instant relative to the value of Captain de Montenach’s and Mr. Doutre’s real estate, and
in reply have to inform you that I immediately complied with the requisition therein con-
tained, by writing to the Registrar of Sorel, and the municipality in which Captain de
Montenach’s property is situated, for the information you require, which will be forwarded
to you as soon as I receive it. I shall endeavor to obtaip similar information relative to
Mr. Doutre’s estate, but I trust His Excellency will permit me respecttully to observe that
this gentleman has already been officially accopted as one of my securities by the Attorney
General East, Mr. Sicotte, and considering the recognized difficulty in procuring security
to such enormous amount as is required of me, the difficulty would be increased to an im-
practicable extent, if, after a formal approval, the matter is to be re-opened, and further
difficultics raised to the acceptance of the party in question.

’ I have &e., .
E. Pareyr, Baq., (Signed,) G. H. RYLAND.

Assist. Prov. Sec., Quebec.
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, RrearstrYy OFFICE,
: Montreal, 14th Jaun., 1863.
S1e,—1I horewith enclose two memoranda which I have just received, relative to the
assessed value of Capt. de Montenach’s property, which is clear of all encumbrances.
The value of his personsl estate,I have not the means of ascertaining, but I under-
stand that he is heir to the whole of his mother’s property, which is conciderable.
The assessed value of Mr. Doutre’s property in Montreal is as follows :

St. Constant Street, . . . . . . 82,400
. German Street, . . . . . . 83,000
Juror Street, . . . 81,000

. He owns besides four houses in St. George Hypolito Street, village of St Jean Bap-

tiste, two houses in St. Dominiyue street, in the same village, a lot and house in St.
Nicholas Tolentin street, Montreal; a lot in St. Lawrence Street; one-third of the suc-
cession of the late Pierre Doutre, and hypothecs registered in the Registry Office, Montreal,
to the amount of $4,240. )

711)

1 have, &e.,
E. Parent, L., (Signed,) G. H. RYLAND:
Asst. Prov. Secretary,
to., &c.
(12)

Je soussigné, secrétaire-trésorier de la municipalité de la paroisse de St. Charles, dans
le comté de St. Hyacinthe, certific & tous qu’il appartiondra, que I'Iste aux Cerfs, appar-
tenant-d Charles Théodore de Montenach, écr., et située dans la dite municipalité de St.
Charles, est évaluée dans lo réle d’Gvaluation pour la dite paroisse de St. Charles, b la°
somme de mille quatre cents piastres.

St. CHARLES, ce 13 janvier, 1863. ’

: (Sigué,) J. E. LEBLANG,
Sec.-Trés.

. Dans le cadastre de Ja Seigneurie de Beleil, fait par H. Judah, commissaire sous
P Acte Seigneurial, le 7 février 1860, il est établi, :

Au No. 4, Valeur du moulin banal, . $4,000
Do 5, do  domaine seigneurial, $1,200

13) SECRETARY'S OFFICE,
" Quebee, 11th March, 1863.
Sir,—With reference to yqur letter of the 10th January last, I have it in command

from His Excellency the Gogernor General to remark that a certificate from the Registrar

of Richelieu as to the hypothecs against Mr. DeMontenach’s property, is not furnished
by you, although you statc it to be free from all incumbrances. ~ |

I am, therefore, further commanded to request that you will transmit such a certi.
ficate to this Department without delay.

I have the honor, &ec.,

(Signed,) J. 0. BUREAU,

: Secrotary,

G. H. Ryrnsnp, Esq., Montreal.

- Rea1sTRY OFFICE,
(14) . . Montreal, 12th March, 1863.

" "S1r,—I have the honor to enclosc the certificate required i your official letter of

yesterday’s date, which I was under the jmpression I had sent, you long ago.
: have, &o,, &o,,

&
Hon, J. Q. BUrEAT, (Signed,) "G, H. RYLAND.
Prov. See., Quebes,
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(15.) REGISTRY OFFICE OF THE COUNTY OF RICHELIEU.

I, the undersigned, Deputy Registrar of the County of Richelien, do hereby certify
that, haviog made a search of all the hypothecary documents and privileges enregistered,
in this Office against Charles Theodore DeMontenach, and which by the books therein
do not appear to have been wholly discharged, I have found none.

All which I do hereby certify to all whom it may concern. : '

Witness my hand, at the Town of Sorel, in tho said Office, this 20th day of the
month of January, one thousand eighf huudred and sixty-three.

(Signed,)  JULES GHEVALLIE% N

(16.) SECRETARY'S QFFICE,
- Quebee, 20th Mareh, 1863.

Sir,~—I have the honor to inform you that His Excellency the Governor General has
been pleased to accept Joseph Doutre and Charles DeMontenach, Esquires, as your sureties
as Registrar of the Registration Division of Montrenl, on condition of their justifying
before a Judge, and notifying the Crown of the day on which the surety bond is proposed

to be given,
I have, &e., &o.
(Signed,) J. 0. BUREAU,
Secretary.
G. H. Ryranp, Esq.,
Registrar, Montreal.

17y : ReqreTry OFFIOE,
Montreal, 3rd April.

Sir,—On the receipt of your official communication of tha 20th ultimo, 1 notified
Messrs. Doutre and de Montenach that they had been accepted by His Excellenoy the
Governor General as my securities, and the instant the latter comes into town, they will
proceed to justify before a Judge and complete the Surety Bonds, which are already drawa
up as required by law. .

! I have, &ec., &c., .
(Signed,) G. H. RYLAND.
The Honorable J. O. Bureau,
Provinoial Secretary.

18 Recisrry OFFICE, -
Montresl, 8th May, 1863.
Sir,—Having, in compliance With the requirements of the law and His Excellency's
instructions, entered into the necessary recognizanco as Registrar of thé Registration
/ﬁisvision of Montreal, I herewith enclose a duplicate copy of the Bonds.
I have, &o., &o.,
(Signed,) G. H. RYLAND.
E. PARenT, Esq., .
Asst. Prov. Segretary,
Quebec.
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(19.) : MonNTREAL, 20 200t 1863.

Mons1EUR,—J"ai I'honneur d'informer Son Excellence le gouverneur-général et les
membres du Conseil Exécutif, que pour des causes qui mo sont personnelles, je désire que
le cautionnement gue j'ai donné conjointement aves M. le Capt. de Montenach - en faveur
do Sa Majesté pour George H. Ryland, éouier, régistrateur pour le comté de Montréal,
s0it’ considéré comme retiré et cancelé de ce jour.

En justice pour M. Ryland jo dois dire que cctte démarche do ma part n'est causée
par aucune crainte ue ce cautionnement ne devienne onéreux, par la conduite de M.
Ryland dans I'administration du bureau d’enregistrement, mais que le besoin seul de Jibérer
mes biens de cet engagement éventusl me porte b I'adopter.

J’ai honneur, &ec., &e., .
(8igné,) JOSEPH DOUTRE.
L’honorable Ferguson Blair,
Seorétaire provincial,
Québec.

20.) SECRETARY’S OFFICE,
. Quebec, 21st August, 1863.
S1r,—1I have the honor to inform you that, by letter received this day, Mr. Joseph
Doutre withdraws his security in your favor as registrar for Montreal, and that it becomes «
necessary that you shounld submit the name of another gentleman as one of your sureties.
I have the honor to be, &e., &e.,
(Signed,) J. FERGUSON BLAIR,
’ Secretary.
G. H. Ryzanp, Esq,
Registrar, Montreal.

(N
1 CROWN LAw DEPARTMENT,
Ottawa, 19th December, 1865.
Sir,—I am directed by the Hon. the Attorney Geueral for Lower Canada to draw
your attention to the article in the Evening Telegraph, herewith transmitted to you,
.relative to the Registry Office of which you are Registrar, with the view of your making
such remarks thereon as you may think proper.
I bave the honor to be, Sir,
Your most obedient servaut,
GEOQ. FUTVOYE,
Clerk of Crown Law Department.
G, H. Ryranp, Esq.,
Registrar, Montreal.

@) FEzxtract from the © Evening Telegraph” of December 15, 1865.
) THE MONTREAL REGISTRY OFFICE. '

If we had a Government which at all respected the right of the public to be served
by public servants, we should certainly long ago have had & reform in-the Registry Office
of Montreal. Year after year every one who has bad anything to do with that Office has
bad to complain of the most inconvenient delays, which are of grave moment when the
lavgeness of the interests at stake are.considered. We now see that a gentlemays named
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Thibault writes to a French contemporary that during ﬁght days he went ten times to the
Registry Office for some deeds relating to a Shhif’s sale, which it was of great congequence
that he should have, and was every time promised the deeds immediately, till at last he
found that important public functionary, the Deputy Registrar, amusing himself with a
lively convefsation with some friends, and, on asking for his papers, was rudely pushed
out of the door, which was then closed in his face. Another case,showing the carelessucss
of the interests of the public maunifested in this office, though without any of the accompauy-
ing aggravations of which Mr. Thibault complains, came to our notice a few days ago. It
was pecessary to obtain a certificate of the registration of a certain document which was to
be scut to England, in order to make a claim for a sum duc on a Dife Policy, and the per-
son who went to the Office on the business was informed that he could not possibly have
the'work done in less than six weeks. Whether he will get the paper at the end of six
weeks has yet to be seen ; but here was the case of a widow, having all the pressing need
for money which usually accompanies the loss of the head of a family, and she must have
the receipt of the provision which Had been made for her postponed for six weeks, because
a well-paid publio officer chooses to do his work in so slovenly a manuer as to be always in
arrear. There were some special circumstances, which need not be mentioned, besides
the desire which every one has to receive a considerable amount of due money, which
made it important that the business should be transacted without delay, in order to avod
the possibility of a very long postponement But all that did not affect the mind of the
Montreal Registrar. A family might, for all he cared, be involved in a law suit or have
their property sold by the Sheriff for want of 2 sum of money, the payment of which was
delayed solely by want of business-Jike habits on the part of the Registrar. If such delays
were necessary that would be another matter, but it takes no longer to register a deed now
than six weeks hence ; nor is there any reason why the work of each day, as a general rule,
should not be done on the day. Any occasional pressure of business beyond the average
could not cause delay beyond = day or two at most; and we hold that the Government
ought to insist upon it that the Registrar should bring his work up to, or nearly up to the
last moment, so that if a deed is left for any purpose at the Office, the party who deposits
it may have some hope of getting it back while the thing is fresh in his mind, and not
only after moaths of delay, by which time he perhaps has forgotten the whole matter, and
may find, too late, some blunder or omission in the forms, which would never have taken
place had the work been completed while the affair was fresh. Bauvks and many other
establishments bring up their books daily. Why should public officers be the only ones
from whom the transaction of business in a business-like way is not ezpected.

(Herald, of Dec. 14th, 1865.)

Letters from Mr. Thibault, referred to in the foregoing article.
3, POLITESSE DE M. RYLAND.

M. LE REpAcTEUR,—II oxiste depuis longtemps d’intolérables abus dans le Bureau
d’Enregistrement de cette ville. Déjd plusieurs fois, de braves et honnétes cultivateurs,
venant de la campagne, ont 6té cavali¢rement traités par certaius cmployés de ce bureau
et particulidrement par M. Ryland, fils.

J’ai entendu plusieurs plaintes faites contre co bureau et b ces griefs; permettez-moi
d’ajouter celui-ci, qui m’est personnel. J’aurais pu traduire M. Ryland devant un tribunal
correctionnel, mais j'ai préféré mettre les cheses sous les yeux du public, afin qu'il en juge.

Depuis hujt jours, j’étais all6 une dizaine de fois au bureau d’enregistrement dans le
but d’obtenir un certificat dans unc vente de terre, par déeret, d'une grande importance et
dont chaque heure de retard pouvait causer do graves dommages aux parties intéressées,
M. Ryland, ou ses subalternes, me promettaient de jour en jour, d’heure en heure, le
certificat en question. Hier, sur les onze heures, a.m., j'y retourdais encore ; j'y trouvai
M. Ryland, fils, én compagnie de trois ou quatre amis.

Je demandai poliment mon certificat & M. Ryland, il viot 3 moi fich¢, me repoussa

- brutalement, et ferma la porte. Est-celila Igolitesse, la justice et 'impartialité de I'homme
public? Plag dans un bureay publié, M Byland doit mettre son arroganao etson ergueil
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d la porte, 8'il ne veut y aller lui-méme, ct qu'il se rappelle qu'il est le serviteur de tous et
qu’il est payé pour V'étre. . !
J’ai 'honneur d’étre, ete.,

C. THIBAULT.
Montréal, 6 décembre, 1865.

(Minerve 9 décembre, 1865.)

) POLITESSE DU DEPUTE REGISTRATEUR RYLAND, UNE RECLAME, ETC.

Monsreur LE REDACTEUR,—J¢ n'ai pas I'habitude de déerier personne, jo n'ai pas
pour régle non plus de me taire devant 'injustice et la malkonndteté ~de qui que co soit.
Je respecte tout le monde M condition (u'on se respecte d’abord ct qu'on ne w’insulte pas
sans raison. i «

11 esiste, depiis longtemps, des abus criants dans le Bureau d'Enrégistrement de cette
ville. Déja plusicurs fois, de braveg ¢t honnétes cultivatours, venant de la campagne, y
ont été odieusement traités par certains employés et particuliérement par M. Ryland, fils.

J'avais entendu plusieurs plaintes faites contre ce gros despotc paresseux, qui, au lieu
d’executer les ouvrages qu’on requiert de lui, chasse les gens du bureau en leur disant des
sottises ¢t des grossidretés impardounnables & un homme d’honneur.

Pour les sottises, clles sont naturelles 3 certaines gens, et je n’en suis nullement surpris
de la part de M. Ryland. Mais cc que je pe puis coucevoir, c'est qu’on se moque des
gens, qu’on les maltraite ct qu'on les trompe en leur promettant leurs piéges sans les leur
donner au temps dit, sans que les autorités n'y portent un prompt et efficace remede !
J’espdre qu'on y fera attention. Je fais ici une réclame en faveur de M. Ryland afin de
lui prouvef que je ne lui veux que du bien. Je demande an gouvernement de vouloir
bien lui accorder un salaire ectra afin de Ié mettre & méme de retourner ¥ I'école ou de
payer ‘des maftres de politessc; qualité cssentielle ) tout le monde, méme & un gros
mustapha comme lai.

Dopuis huit jours j'étais allé uue dizaive de fois au bureau d’enrégistrement dans le
but d’obtenir un certificat dans unc vente de terre par décret, d'une grande importance et
dont chaque heure de retard pouvait causer de graves dommages aux parties intéressées.
M. Ryland, ou ses subalternes, me promettaient de jour en jour, d’heure en heure, le
certificat en question. Ilier, sur les onze heures a.m., j’'y retourngi encore; j’y trouvai
M. Ryland en compagnie de trois ou quatre amis; & In manidre avec laquelle il me regut
je serais tenté de croire qu'ils étaient en goguette. Je lui demandai poliment mon certificat,
M. Ryland vint & moi fich6é, me repoussa brutalement et ferma la porte. Kstce I Ia
politesse, la justice et-’impartialité de homme public ?

Quo M, Ryland le sache, je ne permettrai jamais qu’on m’insulte impunément dans
Paccomplissement de mes devoirs, Placé dans ur bhureau publie, M. Ryland doit mettre
son arrogance et son orgueil ) la porte, 8'il ne veut pas y aller lui-méme, et au’il se rappelle
qu'il est le serviteur de tous et qu'il est payé pour 1'Gtre et grassement payé.

J’ai ’honneur d’dtre, cte. -
C: THIBAULT.

Montréal, 6 décembre, 1865.

(L’ Ordre, lundi, 11 décembre, 1865.)

( Translation.)
POLITENES8 OF MR. RYLAND

Mg. Epitor,~For a long time past intolerable abuses exisc in the Registry Office of
this city. Sevoral times already, respectable farmers, coming from the country, have been
roughly treated by certain employees 1n that office, and particularly by Mr. Ryland, junr.

I have heard of several complaints made against that officer, and to those grievances
allow me fo add the following, which concerns me petsbually. I rhipht ive Brought Mr.
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Ryland before a legal tribunal, but I have preferred placing tho matter before the eyes of
the public, to whose judgment I submit it:

During the last week I have been half a score of times to tho Registry Office, to
obtain a certificate relative to land sold by Order of Justice, of great importance, and
every hour in the obtaining of which might cause serious damages to the parties interested.
Mr. Ryland or his subordinates, promised mo from day to day, aud fiom hour to hour, the
certificate in question ; yesterday, about eleven o'clock 1n the forenoon’* I went there again,
found Mr. Ryland, junr., in company with three or four friends.

I politely asked Mr. Ryland for my certificate. He approached me angrily, pushed
me out by force, and shut the door. Isthis the politeness, the justice, and the impartiality
of o public officer 7 Holding a public office, Mr. Ryland should lay aside his arrogance
and his pride, if he does not wish to be laid aside himself, and he should bear in mind that
he is the paid servant of the community at large.

. I have the honor to be, &c.,
. C. THIBAULT.
Montreal, 6th Dec., 1865. '
(¥finerve, 9tk Dec., 1865.)

[}

(Translation.)
POLITENESS OF THE DEPUTY REGISTRAR RYLAND.

Mg, Eprror,—I am not in the habit of running down any body, but I am not
inolined to remain silent in face of the following case of injustice and improper behaviour,
I respect every body so long as,I am not, without cause, insulted. .

Crying abuses have long existed in the Registry Office of this City. Already respec-
table farmers coming from the Country have been several times there shamefully treated -
by certain employees, aud more particularly by Mr. Ryland, Jr.

I had heard several compluints made against that great, lazy despot, who instead of
attending to his work, drives people from the Office by coarse insults, unpardonable in a
man of honor.

Coarse behaviour is natural to some people, 2ad I am not at all surprised at such on
the part of Mr. Ryland; but what I cannot understand, is that people should be there
laughed at, ill-treated and deceived, without the authorities applying a ready and efficaceous
remedy. I Lope attention will be given to the matter:

T have a claim to put in in favor of Mr. Ryland, to show him that I only wish him
good. I ask the Government to grant him an extra salary, to enable him to return to
school, or to take Jéssons on politeness ; a quality required by every body, even by a great *
mustapha like him. -

During the last week I went half a score of times to the Registry Office to obtain a
certifioate relative to land sold by Order of Justice, of great importance, and every hour
in the obtaining of which might cause serious damages to the parties interested. Mr.
Ryland or his subordinates promised me from day to day and from hour to hour the certi-
ficate in question. Yesterday, about eleven o’clock in the forenoon,* 1 went there again ; I
found there Mr. Ryland, in company with three or four friends. From thé manner in
which he.treated me, I was inclined to believe they were merry-making. I politely asked
for my certificate. He approached me angrily, pushed me out by force, and shut the door.
Is that the politeness, justice, and impartiality of a public officer ?

It Mr.-Rylaud know, that I shall never allow any one to insult me with impunity,
when discharging my duty, Holding a public office, Mr. Ryland should lay aside his
arrogunce and pride, if he does not wish to be Iaid aside himself; and he should bear in
mind that he is the paid servant of the community at lafge, and a well-paid one. .

I have the honor to be, &c,,
’ ©  C. THIBAULT,
Montreal, Dee. 6, 1865,

(L’ Ordre, Dec. 11, 1865.)
* (Ses deposition of Charles Thibaualt, No, 64.)
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®) Warwick Housg, 24th December, 1865.

81r,—Tbe sudden and very alarming illness of my daughter cowpelling my attend-
ance here, will, I trust, be considered a sufficient excuse for not having before acknow-
ledged the receipt of your official communication of the 19th instant, enclosing o number
‘of the Evening Telegraph containing a very false and malicious misstatement relative to
the Registry Officé of Mountreal, under my charge, with & view of my making such remarks
thereon as I think gproper. )

I really know not what observationg I can make on a statement entircly void of truth,
but I will as briefly as possible, submit the siinple facts on which the article in question
was concocted, that the Attorney General may come to his vwn conclusion on the subject.

A short time ago an illiterate und vulgar youog man, a Clerk of a Lawyer named
Chapeleau, called at my office, and in the name of his employer, asked for a certificate in
regard to property®which had been soized by him; he was so urgent that it should be'pre-
pared with the least possible delay and placed in the hands of the Sheriff, that we laid
aside other pressing work, and the instant it was finished, sent it up to the Sheriff. .

Some days after, this fellow again came to the office, dud forqiug his way iuto my pri-
vate room, asked the Deputy Registrar, in very insulting language, whether he intended
to keep his promise to Mr. Chapeleau, and o being told that the certificate had been for
some days in the Sheriff’s hands, he conducted himself in so impertinent 2 manuner, that he
was at once, and I thisk very properly, ordered out of the room.

* k _* | * B B3 * % *

There is no doulst that the public have a right to complain of the present very faulty
system of Registration in Lower Caunada. I have myself, several times, brought the sub-

~ject under the notice of the Government, dwelling, as regards my own oflice, on the dila-
pidated state of the Indices, which render a general search a<tedious and miost laborious
affair.

’ It is not the Officer then; but the system that is to blame.

As regards my official conduct I dety and court inquity ; T cannot, it is true, perform
impossibilitics, nor do I attempt them, but this I unhesitatingly avuw, that no urprejudiced
rational man, knowing the difficultics I have to contend with, having business to transact
in my office, ever had just reason to complain of the Depastmnent under my charge.

1 have the henor to be, Sir,
Your obedient servant,

G. H. RYLAND.
GEo. Furvovs, Esquire, ’

CrowN Law DEPARTMENT, Januaty 8th, 1866.:
Sir,—1 am directed by the onorable the Attorney General for Lower Canada, to
state that the explanations given by you in your letter addressed to me on the 24th ult.,
are quite satisfactory to him.
T have the hooor to be, Sir,
Your most obedient servant, :
. GEO. TUTVOYE.
G. H. Ryranp, Ysq., ’
Registrar, Montreal.

()
¢)) RearsTRY OFFICE, Montreal, 19th June, 1851.

Sir,—Towards the close of the last Session, T called the attyntion of the Giovernment
to the very dilopidated state of the Indices in the Registry Office for the County of
Montreal, particularly those kept by my predecessqr Mr. Dowling, which, when handed
over to me, were literally in picces. ] )

You wero then too much engaged to look into the subject, but promised that you
would give your attention to it at some fature time.

11



This you have since done, and having, during your ingpection of the office, had
dcular proof of the correctness of my statement in regard to the books, you will, I think,
admit that some legislative enactment is absolutely necgssary, in order to secure a Detter
working of the system, and particularly to facilitate the process of making searches, one of
the most important duties connected with Registration. At present it is not only an
expensive and laborious affair, but attended with results altogether unsutisfactory to the
public, who are unable to obtain the prompt and complete information which is at all times
requisite, wheu propeity is about changing hauds, or mouey to be loaned on landed
seeurity.  © . N

We, are now compelled, in making an ordinary search, not only t6 wade through njne
vols. of Indices, but as the cntrie$ in the Registers, during the time: of Mr. Dowling, do

. not in many instances correspond with cither the Minute books, or the books of the Index,
to havé recourse to the procis rerbal of the Commissioners, and very often to read over the
full length entries, a very tadicus work, occupying sometimes several hands, and even then

the search is far from cgnclusive. ‘

The expense of seaf‘?ﬁ'ﬁ)g is, under such circumstances, very great, for w}b cannot
certify to a negative, and our certificate, consequently contains all entrics for and against
the party concerned. ,

Thus the Registrar @s abused for not giving the precise information wanted, and the
Government, as a matter of course, naturally come in for some share of the blame for not
having taken steps to remedy the evil.

I must confess that I have often lamented that 1 was not consulted before the appoint-
ment of the Commission under the Act 12 Vie., cap. 121, for T covcecive that, with the
same expendituré, more satisfactory results might huve been had. Not that 1 blame the
Commissioners in any way, for I am convinced, they performed their duty to the best of
their ability, but having no previous knowlcdge of the process of Registration, they

* ptoceeded to a certain degree in the dark. -

Under the peculiar circumstances. in which I was placed, I could.nog, for obvious
reasons, interfere with their operatioes: netertheless, 1 did not hesitate to press upon
them what they(subsequently fully adm:tted, viz., the necessity for a total revision 8f the
Iadices. ) 4 ) s

Tisis.has now become imperative ; iu fact the office cannot loug bo carried on without it.

It will, no doubt, he aftended with considerable expense, which the Province will
have to defray. I would therefore, suegest that, instead of revising the-Indices in their
present eumbrous shape, there should be one general revised Index arranged, dictionary

. fushion, shewiog at one glance every transaction entered into by the same individual, with
sufficient space to contain auny further entries for a number of years to come. :

In order to reimburse the Province, any monies required for this work, I would
further suggest that the tax now exacted on Registration, under 12 Vie., cap. 112, asan
aid towards building the Court House, should be applied as a kind of sinking fund to this
purpose, a much more popular application, you may rest assured, of the mongy than the
present ome. Tor men who grudee paying money towards the erection of a building they
may nevej enter, will have no objection to the payment of an additional sum, which is to
facilitate, or give increased security to their own pecuniary operations.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your most obedient humble servant,
- (Vigned,) G. H. RYLAIND.
The Honble. L. T. DRUMMOND,
Attorney General, &e., &e., &e.

ReaisTrY OFPICE,
) Moutreal, 28th October, 1854.

Sir,—Having several times, during the last eighteen months, direoted Mr. Attorney
General Drummond’s attention to the dilapidated state of the Indices in the Montreal
Registry Office, particularly those kept by my predegessor, which, besides being literally
in pieces, do not currespond with the full length entries, ang as cvery day adds to the



79

= T T e T TR T L WS

evil, and augments the difficulty of making searches, I consider it my duty to bring the
metter in a more forinal shape before his Exccllency the Governor General in Council, in
the hope that some enactnrent, culculated to mect the pressing neoessity of the case, may
be decided upon hefore the close of the present session of Parlinment.

The Attorney Genéral Last. having visited this office, and inspected the Records
thereof, can form a pretty correct opinion of what is wanting.

Were the Indices less numerous than they are and without error, a mere copy would
perhaps furnish all that would be required, but, as I have before said, the correctness of
Mr. Dowling’s books is not to be depended on. * -

I have therefore proposed an cntirely new Index, arranged * dictionary-fashion,”
and giving at one view the exact state of every man’s incwnbrances as regards registored
claims, which, under the present system, is in no way to, be arrived at.

I awm aware that the cost of such a work as I propose, would, in the first instance, far
exceed that of a mere copy of the preseat Indices, but this would be more than made up by
the increased convenience to the public; and moreover, I have suggested, that if the tax
_ at present raised ou Registration towards building a Court House, werdthereafter to be

applied towards the liquidation of the costs of the Revised Indices, this impost, instead
of being, as now, obnoxious to all classes, would gladly be paid by parties, who, in doing
50, would feel that the exaction was for the purpose of affording increased security to their
own snouied transactions. . .

Whilst on the subject of Registration, I trust I may be permitted most respectfully
to express my regret that the Government should huve allowed a Bill, such as that intro-
duced by MF. Prevost,* to pass through a second reading ; without notice or opposition,
particularly ag it is known that Mr. Prevost, who has quarrelled with the Registrar of
Terrebonne, had, in a spirit of hostility, threatened before the meetipg of Parliament to
bring in a bill to increase the labor and diminish the emoluments of Registrars generally.

It is to persongl legislation of this kind, on the part of ignorant and malevolent indi-
viduals, that the people may attribute all the injudicious changes which have taken place
in the Registry Ordinance, and prevented the publi¢™from deriving the benefit which was
désigned by a measure declared by the late Barl «f Durham essential to the prosperity of
the country, and the sccurity of those who might be tempted to invest their money in
-Lower” Canada. '

Instead of putting the Statute into force as originally drawn up with great care by
the then Ghief Justice of the Province, the late Sir James Stewart, (a gentleman con:
sidered in his day equal in ability and legal attainments to Mr. Prevost,) when all secret
incumbranoes on property would at once have been brought to light: every man so dis-
posed, on being elected a member of Parliament, no matter how ignorant or incompetent
the individual, has been permitted to thrust upon the country, in the shape of what is
called amendments, his absurd and crude notions in regard to registration, until at last
the real intentions of the law, like the Will in Swift’s « Zale b/ @ Tub,” has been
catirely lost sight of. .

As regards Mr. Prevost’s amendment, which, I feel assured, escaped the notice of the
Attorney General and other members of the Government, I need only remark that were
it to become law, any desigding individual having an ill-will towards a Registrar, might,
at a cost of 12s. 6d., take possession of his books for a* whole day to the exclusion of the
rest of -the public, and as the officer would have no control over his Indices, portions of
the books might be expected gradually to disappear altogether, when, instead of being
alled upon to pass an Act for revising an ladex, the law officers of the Crown might be
required to adopt means for the recovery of the missing records of thd office. .

Trusting that I am not transgressing the bounds of official correspondence in hazard-
ing remarks which .are prompted by a sincere desire to facilitate the working of a law of
which I am one of the administrators,

I have the honor to be, Sir,
. Your most obedient humble servant,
The Hon. P. J. O. CEAUVEAU, G. H. RYLAND,
Provincialecretary.

s Jhis B'ill, XNo, 62 of 1864, was last in the Legislative Council.
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( Translation.) ! QuEBEC, 10th November, 1854.

81R,—After the conversation 1 have had the honor to have with you since I have
been in"Quebee, on the necessity of new Indexes for the Montreal Registry Office, and of
the adoption of & more practicable system than that now in force, I regret much that
nothiung is to be done.

T easily conceive that in the position you oceupy, being troubled, with applications of
cvery kind, it is often impossible for you to give to all that share of attention which some
nay require.  But, Sir, you know that this application is altogether of an exceptional
character. .

The Registrar, Mr. Ryland, feeling it impossible to convey to you verbally in suffi-
ciently strong terms the necessity of the renewal of the Indexes of his office, begged you
to inspect them personally (which you were kind enough to d'o)' in order to ascertain the-
state of those books, and to see how much it was necessary to renew them.

You say that a Bill will be passed for this purpose, but that the expenses for carrying
it out will be defrayed out of a fund to be created by the provisiogs of a general municipal
law not yet pasked. By allowing that office to continue in the present state of those In-
dexes, the very keys of an office of that kind, the consequences, likely to result appear to
be lost sight of.

If the surcties of' Mr. Ryland knew the risks to which they are exposed when he gives
certificates of search, I am sure they would immediately ask to be relieved from their
responsibility. ’ -

These risks extend not only to the Registrar and his sureties, but the Public may
suffor logses, the extent of which it is impossible to caleulate.

I do not know whether it would not be prudent for Mr. Ryland to place before the
Bxecutive Council of this Province such declaratory document as might, in case of need,
protect the Registrar, his sureties and the public from the consequences resulting from
the causes which have led to this application,

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your most obedient humble servant,
LEON DOUTRE,
Deputy Registrar.

The Hon. Lewis T. DRuMMOND,
Attorndy General for Lower Canada.

™) QuEBEC, 10th May, 1855.

8ir,~—Having several times, (without any result,) addressed your predocessor in
office, relative to the dilapidated state ofithe Indices, handed over to me by the Commis-
sioners, under the Act 12 Vie. eap. 121, ¢ think it my duty again to press the subject on
the notice of the Government, in the hope that something will be done during the
psesent session to remedy the evil, and to sceure a detter working of the system by facili-
tating the process of making searches, one of the most important duties connected with
registration. ’ ‘

At present this is not only a Inborious and expensive affair, but unattended with
results in any way satisfactory to the public who are unable to obtain the prompt and com-
plete information so essentisl to parties who are about to invest their money on security of
landed estate.

The Indices complained of are now literally in pieces, and some of the leaves so
worn, that 1t is difficult to decipher them, But this isnot all, they are in every way faulty,
and do not correspond with the entries in the Minute Books, sud full length entries.

Under ordinary circumstances, supposips the Indices to have originally been correct,
and that their present dilapidated state was brought about by th~ usual fair wear and tear
of official reference to them, it might perhaps’have been a question whether the muni-
cipality of the County ghomld not provido the means of renewing them.

But it must be borne in mind that the preseat state of these Books is owing in a great
measure to the operations of the Commissioners appointed by Government. That in the
discharge of the duties ymposed on thege gentlemen, they were obliged to have constant
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reference to the books, which consequently became worn out before their labors could have
been said to cease, and one of their last acts beforo the close of the Commission was a
representation to the Government, urging the necessity of a revision of the Indices.

Under these ciroumstances, I think his Excellency the Governor General in Council
will gee the propriety of an appropriation of public money for this purpose.

It is now upwards of two years ago since I first brought the subject under the notice
of the Attorney-General East. Hec then, as you will perceive by the cuclosed copy of a
communication from him, achnowledged its importance, and hayving subscquently, by a
personal inspection of the books in question, convineed himself of the pressing necessity
of the case, he promised, if possible, to introduce some measure toremedy the evil.

As the present system of Indexing is very defective, 1 have proposed that instead of
a mere transeript of the old books, a new and general Index, arranged dictionary-fashion,
should be substituted, by which an insight at onec glance would be given of the whole
affairs of every individual having business in the Registry Office.

This would certainly be attended with some expense, but the cunvenience to the
public would be very great, and by appropriating the tax now raised in the Registry Office
towards bnilding a Court House, for this purposc, the work would be completed without

.any ultimate charge on the general funds of the Province.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your most obt. humble servant,
G. H. RYLAND.

- The Hon. G. X. CARTIER,
Provincial Secretary, &e., &e.

(5) ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE, -
. . . Quebee, February 25th, 1853.
Sir,—I am directed by the Honorable the Attorney General for Lower Canada, to
acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 22nd instant, relative to the Commission un-
der the 12th Viec., Cap. 121, andto inform you that it will be quite out of his power to
give any attention to the matter during the present Scssion of Parliament. At the same
time, he desires me to return you his best thanks for the information afforded by your let-
ter ; as he considers it a matter of great importance, it shall have his serious attention im-.
mediately after the Sessioh.

1 have the honor to be; Sir,
. Your oboedient servant,
E. A. GENEREUX,
G. H2 RyLAND, Clerk.
Registrar, Montreal.

6 . - . - REGIsTRY OFFICE,
i Montreal, 17th January, 1862.

Sir,~In forwarding the enclosed refurn, I would again call the attention of the
Goverament to the very dilapidated state of the Indices, and Minute Books kept by my
predecessor, rendering the operation of searching, expensive, difficult and unsatisfactory.

Understanding that the Attorney General Bast is about to bring in a Bill to amend
the Registry Law, I avail mysclf of this opportunity to suggest one or two changes in the
present system, which, if adopted, will greatly facilitate registration, guarding against the
possibility of errors in transcription, and affording at the same time, a considerable revenue
to the Province, and much accommodation to the publie. ! .

1n the first place, I would suggest that the present Indices be done away?altogether,
and a new Index substituted, compiled from the commencement of the Office, and arranged
not ouly alphabetically, but dictionary fashion, so that, instead of being compelled to
search through cleven or twolve volumes of Indices, as at prescnt, the whole of every
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man’s affairs would be found togother. There is no doubt that the first <ost of such a
work might be cousiderable, but the Government would have no difficulty in procuring
some competent person f undertake it for a comparatiyely small sum, particularly if the
Registrar undertook to supervise the work. Moreover, T would confine the alteratious in
the Indices, in the first instance, to the Counties of Montreal and Quebkc ; 2nd. T would
suggest that all Notaries should, after a given fixed period, be compelled to prepare their
Deeds on Stamped paper of uniform size to be supplied by the (iovernment, as in the
County of Middlesex in England. -

That in all cases where registration 1s necessary, it shall be compulsory on every No
tary to furnish the Registrar with duplicate copics, on both of which the Registrar shall
at.once affix a corresponding number, with a certificate of Registration on one copy to be
retirned to the party carezistering.

he other copy to remain in the office on record, and whenever a sufficient number
of dodumeants have been deposited to form a volume, the Registrar shall cause them to be
bound] together and authenticated, as at present, by the Prothonotary.

By this course all deluy would be avoided, inasmuch as the party interested, would,
in the Registrar’s certificate on the duplicate copy, haveimmediate proof that he had cem-
plied with the law. :

As regards fudgmcnts of Court, which are catered in a book by themselves, this
course would be unnecessary ; but in all other cases where the stamped paper could be
used, I think the above suggestionsumight be beneficially carried out.

At apy rate, I submit them for what they are worth.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your most obedient servant,
G. II. RYLAND,
The Hon. CHARLES ALLEYN,
Provincial Secretary, &e., &e.

(P)
iN THE SUPERIOR COURT, MONTREAL.
(No. 2590.) |
George H. RYrLanD,
Plaintiff,
vs.
, JouN OcGILvy,

Defendant,

George H. Ryland, of the City of Montreal, Esquire, Registrar of the Registration
Division of Montreal, Plaintiff, complains of John Ogilvy, of the same place, Ksquire,
Merchant, Defendant, and says:

That at all the times hereinafter mentfoned the Plaintiff was and still is Registrar of
the Registration Division of Montreal, an 6ffice of high trust, great profit and great respon-
sibility deserving the confidence of the Public. That for a period_of forty years and up-
wards the Plaintiff has been a public sérvant of the erown, and Bas filled offices of high
trust and emolument in the Province of Canada. .

That at Montreal, on or about the first of November, cighteen hundred and sixty-four,
the Plaintiff and family entered into the use and occupation of a furnished dwelling house
in St. Catherine Street, west, as tenant of Defendant : That Plaintiff occupied said house
till on or about the first of May, eighteen hundred and sixty-five, when he left it as he had
received it, nud the farniture iu it, in as good order and condition as he had received
them : That immediately previous to Plaintiff 's ocoupation of said house, one Payne had
occupied the same also ns temant of Defendant; That afterwards’ Defendant pretended
grievance against Plaintiff uojustly: The Defendint charging that Plaintiff bad damag o
tho curtains and furniture in sdid house while.ocoupying it and had refused tv repair su u
damsge, or to indewnify Defendant for it: That in truth and in fast Plaintiff was not
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liable for any of the pretended damages: damages may have been done, but if so, they
were not done by Plaintiff, or his servants or family, or during their occupation. -

That'in December and January now last past, dwelling upon his pretended damage
done to his furniture, and exaggerating his, Defendant’s supposed grievances resulting
from said imaginary damage, and in a spirit of vengeance and with threats against, Plain-
tiff, for having, as Defendaut said, so damaged said furniture, and with ictent to injure
.and ruin the Plaintiff, the Defendant maliciously, at Montreal, went about in the streets
and in divers public placcs, and in conversations with divers persons to wit, on each day
in said two months of December and January last, falsely, wickedly, and maliciously
accused Plaintiff of having damaged his, Defendant’s furniture in said house, to wit, while
occupyigg it as aforesaid, and of having refused to indemnify him, the Defendant, for said
damage, and the Defcndant threatened then and there, in the presence and hearing of
divers persons, to get Plaintiff ¢ out of that office,” to wit, meaning out of the Office of
Registrar of the Registration Division of Montreal, the Defendant adding and saying, «1
aw serious, I'll ruin him,” meaning the Plaintiff; ¢ I'll put him out of that office,” and
on being remonstrated with by those to whom he so spoke of and concerning Plaintiff, the
Defendant, on being told that he ought not reagonably, on such account or for such causes
to speak and fhreaten Plaintiff so, added and repeated : “I am serious, I'll ruin him, I'll
get him (meaning the Plaintiff), out of that office,” meaning and intending thereby and
threatening to ruin Plaintiff, and to work to get Plaintiff dismissed from said office of
Registrar of said Registration Division of Montreal as aforesaid: That the Plaintiff derives
his support for himself and his family from caid office of Registrar of the Registration
division of Montreal, which he so holds and enjoys. : .

That the Defendant, pretending to be moved by laudgble wotives, and to advocate
reforms and the public good on public grounds merely, but being in reality actuated only
by malice and private revengg-and malignant inteations against Plaintiff, as aforesaid, and
wickedly intending to carry out his threats against Plaintiff, and to injure the Plaintiff in
his good name, fame and credit, and to lower him in public estimation as a public servant
holding an important office, and to harass him as an individual, and to ruin him and to get
him put out of his said office of Registrar, and to bring bim and his said office into public
scandal and disgrace, and to cause it to be suspeeted and believed that the said Plaintiff
was habitually negligent in the discharge of the duties of said office, and lastly of neglect
of duty in his said office of Registrar as aforesaid, at Montreal, on the twenty-fifth day
of January last, wickedly, maliciously, wrongfully, and unjustly, and in furtherance
of his said wicked design and intention to ruin the Plaintiff so after -before sfated and
expressed as aforesaid, did writec and publish, or cause and procure to be written and
published in a certain newspaper called « The Montreal Herald and Daiky Commercial
Gazette,” to wit : in January last, a certain letter or article of and concerning the Plain-
tiff’s said Office, said letter signed & Merchant,”” dated Montreal, January 24th, 1866, in
words as follows: “ To the editor of the JMontreal Herald. Montreal, January 24th,
1866, In your issuc of 14th December appeared an article respecting our Montreal
“Registry Office. Ao for years past this office has been frequently before the public in
“ print, and still more frequently the source of annoyance to all I ever hoard speak of it,
“ I haveysince your article appeared been watching to see if the Government 1s to take
“any action to remedy the causes of these complaints. I only wonder how the public
“have s0 long put up with the existent state of affairs. It is preposterous to say there is
“no remedy ; why, ifithe work has to be done, it might as well be done first as last, and
“if onee up, should and could be kept so; but to go no further than this, did you ever
“kanow any instance of any office of business prospering or going on satisfactorily, when
¢ its head was absent nine-tenths of his time? In Boston, I observe by late papers that
“on the 22nd of January ipstant every deed of 18065 had been registered. A gentleman
“ snid to we the other day that he would much rather send his deeds to Bagdad or Jeru-
“galem, than to the Montreal Registry Office, for he was sure that he would sooner have
¢ thein returned, and with much less trouble. If the work is too much for one Registrar,
“let a joint one be appointed, as is the case in the Prothonotary’s Office ; but what I would
“ first suggest is that.(Governtent should appoint a Commission and let it be composed of
“two merchants and two legal gentlemen, to look into the present working of the Office,
“ giving them power to examine witnesses and jreport. Iam = property owner hero, and
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“ feel seriously the importance of reform, which I trust will be my excuss for thus tres-
¢ passing on your valuable space.
. “ 1 am, &o.,
. “ MERCHANT.”

And Plaintiff saith that by means of the speaking by Defendant, of the words and
oxpressious aforesaid, and each of them, and of said threats used respecting the Plaintiff,
and of the composing, writing and publishing by the Defendant of the said writing or
letter as aforesaid concerning the Plaintiff, and his calling, and his said Office of Registrar,
as aforesaid, and\by the false cHarges’made by Defendant against Plaintiff, of having
damaged his Defendant’s furniture; the Plaintiff has beed, greatly annoyed and harassed
in mind (in faet Defendant meant that he should be), and Plaintiff hath further been
injured in his name and eredit, and has been disgraced, and it is suspected, and believed
in consequence by many, that he, Plaintiff; has been guilty of. injustice to Defen-
dant, and of habitual neglect in his Plaintiff’s said office of Registrar, and in the discharge
of his duties as Registrar, and was unworthy of the confidence of the Government and of
the public, and Plaintiff has in fact been called upon by thé Governinent in consequence
to furnish explanations: That Defendant meant by said letter falsely, libellously and
maliciously to impute to Plaintiff inability and unfitness for said Office of Registrar, and
does so. ) ) .

That in consequence of said publicatidns Plaintiff was called upon to explain things
to the Government, and an enquiry was made : true that Plaintiff explained ,all to the
satisfaction of the Government : nevertheless he was greatly distressed in mind, and was
exposed to loss and damage. That by said slanders and libel, and false accusation, and
each of them, and by the speaking and publishing of them, and each of them, and by
said falst accusations and each of them, and by the printing, publishing, and circulating
them and each of them, Plaintiff has been injured and damaged in his character asa public
officer, and in his calling, and in his Office of Registrar, and has been lowered in the
estimation of the public, and has been exposed to loss of office and preferment, and has
been made uneasy in his mind, and has been hurt in his feclings, and been damaged, to
wit : To the extent of Five Thousand Pounds in respect of cach of said slanders and libel,
and of each of the acts and doings of the Defendant hereinbefore complained of, which
several damages the Defendadt is liable to pay Plaintiff, yet although ke has often promised
to pay Plaintiff.all said sums of damages they remain ugpaid.

Wherefore Plaintiff prays that all this be enquired of by the country, and further
prays that the Defendant be condemned to pay Plaintiff the sum of Five Thousand Pounds
Currency, damages and costs ; and that in default of the Defendant paying said damages
he be constraingd thereto by contrainte par corps apres les quatre mois,

(Signed,) . MACKAY & AUSTIN,
Plaintiff’a Attorney.
(True Copy.) ¢
Husert, PariNeau & Honey, P. C.S.
Montreal, 1st Webruary, 1866.

ProvINCE OF CANADA, 7
DrstricT ok MONTREAL, )

SUPERIOR COURT.
(No. 2590.)
Georae II. Rynanp,

Plaintiff.-
s,

Jonn OqiLvy,

’

. ) Defendant.
And the said Defendant without admitting, but on the contrary denying all the allega-
tions of the Plaintiff ’s declaration save in so far and il manner and form only as the same
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may be lhcreinal’ter cxpressly admitted, for plea to the action and declaration of the plaia-
tiff, snith: - :

That true it is that the Plaiotiff on and from the first of Novembet, eighteen hundred”
and sixty-four, to about the first of Muy, cighteen hundred and sixty fite, us tenant of the
Defendant, oceupied a furnished dwelling house in St Catherine Street, west, in the said
City of Mountreal, io which was contaived valunble furniture, curtains, carpets and other
appurtenances ; but it is not true that the Plaintiff left it as he had received it, nor the
furniture in it in as good order and condition as when he received, or entered into said
house; hut, on the contrary the furniture, curtaius, carpets and appurtenances which the
Plaintiff had so received in said house, were, and had been by himself, his fawily, aod ser-
vants at the time he left the said house greatly injured, dawaged and deteriorated, as was
in fact, admitted by the Plaintiff himselt: N

That true also it is that although thereto often requested, the Plaintiff has neglected
to pay for said injury, damaze and deterioration, and has vever yet made any reparation or
given any compeusation whatever for the same. -

That true also it is that the Defendant when necessarily required so to do, after said
damage and injuries had been sustained, may have statcd the fact of such damage haviog
been sustained, and the neglect of the Plaintiff to give cumpeunsation for the same but not
otherwise, aor in any respect as alleged in DPlaintiff’s declaration of or couvcerning the
same ; por did he the Defendany, citber in the public streets, or asywhere else, at aoy time
during said months of December and January last, in any maouer threaten the Plaiutiff, or
say of him, or make use of the expressions or any of them congerning him the Plintiff,
which he the Defendant in and by said declaration is aileged to have'done ; and the allega-
tions of suid declaration in this respect are wholly false and unfounded.

And he, the Defendant, further saith, that tiue it is, that he did write .nd pu\gﬁsh
the letter mentioned in the Plaintiff s declaratron, but he did 85, solely, in the public in-
terest, as u member of the commuuity and a property holder, and to represent a state of
things, whick was potorious, and was not only, publicly and geuerally ad nitted to be true,
but, being well founded aud true, was very trequently and very generally complained of,
by others, to an extent even escecding the complaints,so, in said letter, made by the De-
fendint, which general omplaints existed long befure the writing of said letter, and con-
tinue down to the present tiwe. .

That the Defendant in what he so did, Las been actuated by no malicious, unfriendly,
or improper motive, against the Plainuiff, bus, solely, in the public interest, und to acquit
himself of his duty to the public, und as a citizen, as he had a right to do.

And the Detendant saith that the Plaintiff bas iostituted the present action, to
barass hiw, the Defendant, and to deter him from being of any service to the public,
and from seeking to recover from the Plaintiff, the value, or amount of the damage and
injury, so done to said furniture and effects, by the Plainuff, aod to cause the Defendant
wholiy to lose, and abandon the indemnity justly due to him for said damages, so that he
the P'laintiff n:ay uojustly and iwproperly escape from his hability in the premises.

And the Defendant, moreovet, saith, that, save in so far and in manner and form
ouly as the allegations of the Plaiutiff's declaration expressly conform to thé allegations of
this plea, cach, all and every of the allegations of the Plaintiff's declaration are untrue,
and are, hereby, specially and expressly deod.

All which he, the Defendant, is ready to prove atd verify, when aad where, &c.

Aud of all this he puts I imself upon his country. .

Wherefore, the Defundant prays judgmeant. and thit the Plaintiff’s said action and
demande be hence dismissed, with costs, distraits to the undersigned.

(Signed,) GEORGE MACRAE,
. Auy. for Defendant.
Montreal, 26th October, 1866.

Aud the said Defendant, without waiver of his foregoiog Plea, but, on the cuatrary,
expressly reserviog to himself all the benefit and advantage thereof, fcr further plea-to
the Plaintiff’s ¢aid action snd dimande, saith that each, all, and every the alicgations, mat-
ters and things, in the Pliintiff’s declaration coatained, are false and unfounded in faet,

12
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and are, hereby, each and all specially aud expressly denied , ard that he, thet Defendant,
is not guilty in mavucr and form, as set forth in the said declaration.

And of all this Le puts himself upou his country.

Wherefore the Delendaut prays judgwment, aud that the Phintiff's said action and,
demande may be heuce dismissed with costs, déistredts to the undersigoed. '
(Signed,) GEORGE MACRAE,

. Atty. for Defendant.
Received copy.

(Signed,) MacKay & AvsTIy,

Atty’s. for Plaintiff.
A true copy.
IHuBerT, PAPINEAT & HoONEY,

Montreal, 26th October, 1866.

@
@) CrowN Law DEPARTMENT,
Ottawa, Dee. 3rd, 1866.

Sir,—1I am anxious to ubtain svwe iufoiwativu relutive to the system.of registration
of deeds in the United States, and mote pacticularly to the proceedings and the mavuer
of carrying them out in the City of Buston,
Will you be guod cuvugh tu direct me to the Swatutes which 1cgulate the Registry
Office in the City of Bustun, und tv inform we by wuat process partics deositing deeds to
" be enregistered there, can have thew retarved, as Lam told, witkio two or three days, and

in a case of emergency, in less time.

I have the hosor to be,
Sir, )
Your most obedient servant,
GEQ. FUTVOYE,
: Tuspector of Regisyey Offices for Lower Canada.

The Register of Deeds ’

for the City of Boston, Mass.

D] Surrork Rearstry oF Deeps,
Boston, December T, 1866.

DeaAr S1r,—I received your's of the Srd instant yesterday, and shall be pleased, if I
can give you any information asked {or that will'be of service to you; but am fearful that
I cannot so fully exhibit ou paper:what I could to you in person, : -

*You will find in the General Statutes o' Massachusetts, page 15%, a form of BEutry
Book, in which all Tustrumeuts are catered in the order rcecived, the day, hour and
mioute of entry, every Grantor and every Grautee; also a form fur the Indtebs, Grantor
and Grantee.  You will also find in the Index to the General Sgatutes, the duties of the
Register fully Jaid dowa. :

The systefn of recordiog Deeds in this office is perhaps different from that of any
other in somefrespects.

In tha ffrst place, we have the paper ruled and stitched into folds of four sheets each,
containing ¥6 pages, and the fulds are distributed among the clerks, say one, two or thres
at a time, and deeds sufficient to fill the number of folds given out.

The deeds when given tv the copyist are cheghed upoa the eatry book, (where every,
deed is nuwbered, and the same numoer is put va the back of the dued) with the iuitials
of the clerk, in the margin of said entry buvk, aad when said deeds are recorled, they are
returned to the clerk who has them in charge ; by this means, wo can have a dozen clerks
recording in one bouk, at the same time ; each of our volumes cvateins forty folds, or six
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hupdred and forty pazes. We number but one side of the leaf, fur instanoe the first two
pages constitute the first folio of the buuk, the second two pages the second folio and so
on,, One clerk has the du'y of recciving tha deeds wh n entered for record, and puts the
day, hour, and mioute of entry on the hack, he then enters them in the eutry book, Deeds
thus given out, when recorded, are rewurned to him ad compared with the list which he
gave out with the deeds, to sce that they are returned correctly ; another clerk enters from
the entry book, upon the respective Grantor and Grantee in order, all deeds in their res-
pectiye places, and.he also pages on the Tndex from the Records.  After the deéds huve
been recorded, they are all carefully given out—a record of the numbers kept by the first
clerk, and cowpared by two competent persons, and again returned to him, whose duty it
is to sce all again returned, and that they arc correct and agree with the list which was
retained by him; he then prepares them for me to certify ; after ecrtifying, they are again
placed iu the hands of the second clerk, to see that the certificate is corrcet, and that the
certificate corresponds with the reception of the deed at close of the Record, and then they
are returned to the Register, who tukes them singly, and signs the Record and Deed.
The Instruments are then assorted, all that require references from previous conveyances,
such as trausfers of mortgages, relcases of sime, evidences of possession, re'eases of dower
and howestead, deeds of confirmativn, or any other instrumecnt to correct any previous
conveyance are selected, and the necessary reference made in margic of former record to
such new record.

Then the Instruments are put up in their respective places, under the name of the
Grautor, or first Grantee nawed wheu wore than oue, and are ready for delivery. This
cunstitutes the priuvcipal feature in the system, and I thisk you would, after a personal
ingpection, fully comprehend it, if I have not beea sufficiently explicit.

The idea that the deeds were ready in two or three days, probibly arose from the fact
that ou cvery first day of January all deeds are advertised to be ready vu and after the
third day of January, but I usually tahe a fortoight to record them, that the party may
not be obliged to call a second time, if they will wait the stated time, aud that I consider
a sufficient time to record all that can be presented for record. I often accommodate the
Grantee by recording the deed out of ifs regular course, if it is an urgent case,

Should you wish more light, I shall be pleased to sec you in person, whea I think
I can show you a great deal more than I have written, and which may be of advantage.

Yours respectfully, )
. JAMES RICE,
GEoORGE Furvove, Esq., Register.
Barrister, &c,, Ottawa.

(R.)

A
ExTrACT from Repdit of proceedings o)' the Anndal Meeting of Montreal Board of
‘Trade, held on dApril 2nd, 1866, as reported in the Montreal newspapers of
April 3rd, 1866.

Mr. Henry Ly¥MaN said he wished to make a few remarks on one point in the
Report, and he thought they should not separate without taking the mdtter into consi-
deration. A petition had latelybeen got up by the Council, and awaited the sanction of
the Board, relative to the state of the Registry Office.

It was a subject of importance to the whole community, and he thought it appeared
strange that the Board had been called ou to interfere ; but there was no other organized
body. § ’ ‘

yIt scemed proper that the Board,*the members .of which were interested in the
transfer of real estate, shou!d take cognizance of the matter. It had done so on the repre-
seatations of profcssional and wercantile men. "He would state a Fact which had come
under his own notice, and doubtless many could corrobpratg it. Au ubligation came to his
hand for a sum of moncy, and it bore the endorsement of the Registrar’s Office.

The party had cffectel a loan in a Building Society, and the property in question
was said to be_unincumbeged ; but he (Mr. Lyman), informed the Society that he held a
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N
prior mortgage * IIe would medtion another case, where the party said there- was ooly
one wmortgage, but the gentleman, to make sure, made the requisite engairies, and got a
return that there was, 00 mortgage on that property. Yhe office must be in a queer state
when such fucts could be told. No one was sure his papers were enregistered, or that his
papers were pot neglected for others, The moment there was a doubt iustituted, there
could be no gonfidence in the office, and vo one could kuow th: value of their sccurities.
It was o matter of great moment, which should not be allowed to sleep, and-proper repre-
seatations should be made to Government.  Sume, years ago there was an investigation by
a legal gentleman, who reported he tound the cflice in a loose state.  He was told in one
office a person had secu 14U documents, reaching as far back ay June, awaitiug registration,
in which there was evidently great delay.

(R2)
Letter of Henry Lyman, Esquire, published in the Montreal Herald of April 10th, 1866.

Sir,—Sinee the late annual meeting of the Board of Trade, I have learned that I
had been misled with ref rence to the supposel non-caregistration of 2 mort age, which,
I said, was in my hands.

The clerk to whom I applied, and who informed me that there was no mortgage, looked

.for my individual name instead of that of the estate for which I act as Attorney,—the
latter as mortgugee, being found in due form.

Under the circumstances, I think it due to fairness and candour, to make the correc-
tion as public as the contrary statement ; at the same time, I am persuaded that if a tithe
of the complaintst which are made against this Office, shall prove to be well founded, it
were well that the system which obtains, as well as its adwministration, should be made the
subject of a scarching investigation, with the view to the application of such remedy as
the case shall demand. There is nothing more vital in this Department thau that the in-
‘heritauce of our children shall be made as secure as good laws, and faithful administration,
can make it,

I have it from Messrs. Plunket & Brady, who are preparing the plau of the city for
the Corporation, that it would be quite easy to figure every man’s property upon the city
plan, ang to designate each, by a fixed nun.ber, so that all conveyances.and mortgages by
means of tracing copies affixed to them, could be made to identify the properties to which
they apply with great accuracy, and without the prolix and often inaccurate verbal des-
criptions which now obtain.

There will, doubtless, be sesfous difficuliies engountered in the realization of any fair
system of property enregistration, but the object is one of such great value, that I think it
should not be lost sight of in any attewpt which may be made to improve upon the present
system.

I am, Sir, &e,,
Yours,

HENRY LYMAN.

i e

G

(1) Rebistry OFFICE,
Montreal, Décember 29th, 1866.

Srr,—In the case No. 1.181,A. W. OQgilvie& Co. vs. Magloire Lefebvre, a certain
property was, during the past year, s)ld to Messis. Ogilvie & Co., who huve complained of
the delay in getting from the Reglstry Office the deed of sale deposited there for registra-
tion. Will you be good enough to furnish me answers to the following enquiries :—

* Seo Mr. Lyman’s letter contradicting the above. (R. 2.)
1 See deposition No. 20.,
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1st. When was the pxopcr-ty in question seized ?
20d. When was it sold?
3rd. To whom wasitsold?
4th. When was application made to the Registrar for his certificate ?
5th, When was the.Deed of Shle exccuted ?
6th: When was that Deed of Sale dcp})sned for registration ?
Tth. HasSu such Deed of Sale been yet withdrawn from the Registrar’s Office ?

I have the honor tg be, Sir,

Your most obedient servant,
GEO. FUTVOYE,
To the Sheriff, Montreal. . Commissioner.

2) SHERIFF'S OFFICE,
Decemter 21st, 1866.

Sir,—Iu reply to your enquiries of the 20th instant, in the case of A. W. Ogilvie
vs. Lelebvre, Jjust received, I beg to answer as follows :—

1st. The property was scized the 8th Septeml\er, 1865.

2nd. It was sold 18th January, 1860.

3rd. Adjudged to Plaintiff for $50,—paid followiug day.

4th. The potice was served on the Registrar on the 25th Jaouary, 1866, certificate
furnished by him on 14th December, 1866 ; sale returned 17th December §9.55.

5th. Deed executed 9th November, 1866.

6th. Deposited for registration 13th November, 1866.

Tth. Not yet received from Registrar’s.

The Deed in this case should have been executed soon after the 19th January, ac-
cording to the practice of the office, but it was accidentally overlooked in the pressure of
business until early in November, when attention was called to it by Mr Ogilvie who was
informed of the cause of the delay.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your obedient servant,
. T. BOUTHILLIER,
GEo. I‘UTVOYE, Esq., Sheriff.
Montreal.

(T)
@ ' ReorsTrY OFFICE,
Montreal, January 14, 1867.

S1z,—In a deposition made before me, by Geo. W. Stephens, Advocate, it is stated
that shortly after his admission to the Bar of Lower Canada, in 1833, he addressed a letter
to the Finsnce Department, enquiring about Mr. Ryland s sureties, and received an
‘answer to the effeot that some of them were dead, but that proceedings were being taken
to get new ones, ‘o

Will you be good enough to furnish me with a copy of that letter, as. well as of the
reply thereto.
I have the honor to be, Sir,

Your most obelient servant, .
GEO. ¥UTVOYE,

Cemmissioner.

Wa. Dickinsow, Esq.,
Deputy-Inspector General, Oltawa.
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(&) IxspecTor GenNErAL's OFrice,
. Ottawa, 21st January, 1867.
S1r,—In reply to your letter requesting a copy of Mr. Stephens’ letter to this Depart-
ment, 1 have the honor to inform you that I cgunot at prescut lay my band upoun the letter
itself, but I send you a copy of the reply which I wrote him, under date 26th November,
1862, from wkich the date and substunce of the original letter may be gathered.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
' Your obedicnt servant,
WM. DICKINSON,
D. L. G.
Geo. Furvoye, Esq.

3) INsPECT R GENERAL’S OFFICE,
Quebee, 26th November, 1862.

81r,—1 have the honor to acknowledge the reccipt of your letter of the 24th instant,
and ip reply beg to inform you that the Reyistrar for Moutreal, oo being ealled upoun to
furnish & new tood, entered the hames of his surcties, who were upproved of by the
Attorney General, but such bound ghas not yet been received by this Depurtment.  The
former sureties for the Registrar sre both ‘dead.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your obedient servant,
(Signed,) . WM. DICKSON,
' Actg. D. L G.

Geo. W. StepHENS, Isq.,
Montreal.

(U.) -
Mox:REAL, January 13, 1866.

Sir,—Mr. Thibault, advocate, of the firm of Thibault & Marsan, advocates, St. Vin.
cent street, is the gentleman whom I referred to as haying beeu kicked out of the Registry
Office, he having told me 8o agpin this day.

I am, yours truly, .
’ GEOQ. W. STEPHENS.

GeorcE Furvove, Esq.,
Commissioner, &c.

) _
: REecistTry OFfFICE,
Montreal, Jan. 15th, 1867.

81r,~—Be good evough to furnish me with answers tn the following enquiries, relative
to the sale of a property sold in the cose Rousscau »s. Roy :

1st. When was the property sold ?

20d. When was the certificate of scarches asked from the Recistrar, and when was it
farnished ? . .

8rd. Whet is the date of the Judgment of Distribution ?

4th. Were Messrs. Perkins and Stepheas collocated for any sum, and what?  If so,
has it been paid to them, and when ; and if not, what has becn the cause of the dslay ?

I shall foel obliged, if you will at the same time, inform me, whether, to your know-
ledge or that of your deputy, any extraordinary or undue delay has taken place in the
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inymfznt of any sum of money declared payable to those gentlemen or to H. Stephens,
Ssquire.
I have the honor to be,
Sir,
Your most obedient servaut,
GEO. FUTVOYE,

Commissioner.
To the Sheriff of Montreal.

SuertFr's OFFICE,
Moutreal, 16th January, 1867.

Sir,—In reply to your letter of the 15th instant, I have to make the following
answers to the questions theroin contained relative to the sale of a property in the case of
Rousseau vs. Roy.

Ist. The property wa'sold the 20th May, 1866. .

2nd. The certificate was demanded from the . Registrar of Montreal on the 28th of
June, and furvished by him the 16th July following

3rd  T'he Judgment of Distributivn was homologited the 11th October, 1866 ; the
months of July aud August being vacation, duriog which no deluys required by law in
such vases, run, ’ .

4th. Messrs. Perkius & Stephens are collocated in the Judgment for $105.85, and
were paid the same, less the Court House Tux, on the 19th October, 1866.

1 am not'awuare of any case in which there has been auy ucdue delay in the payment
of any monies awarded either to those gentlemen or to Harrison Stephens, Esquire.

I have the honor to be,
Sir,
Your obdt, servant,
T. BOUTHILLIER,
Geo. Furvoye, Esq., Sheriff.
Com. under Cap. 13, C. 8. of C,,
Montreal.

SHERIFF's OFFICE,
Montreal, 218t Jauvuary, 1867.

Sir,—With reference to your letter of the 15th instant, and my reply thereto of the
16th instant, and specially to that part of your letter by which you request information
whether any extraordinary or undue delay hus tuken place in the paymeut of any sum of
money declared payable to Messrs. Perkins & Stephen, or to Harrisou Stephens, Esquire,
I beg to add ncw, thot in a case, No. 41569, wherein Mr. John A. Perkins is Plajntiff vs.
Peter C. Moir és?uulité, Defendant, a sale of land was made in Jude last, and\a notice
served upon the Registrar of Montreal on the 4th July last, to furnish the certificate
required by law, which certificate has not yet b.ea furnished, and of course, all proceedings
for a distribution of the monies arising from the sale have been thereby delayed.

I have the honr to be, Sir,
Your obt. servt.

T. BOUTHILLIER,

- Ggo. Furvoxs, Esq., Sheriff,

Com’r, under Cap. 18, C. S. of C,,
Montreal.
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(W) .
MoxTrEAL, January 16, 1867.

Sit,—flaving twice called upon you to attend and give evidence before me with
reference to the office of the Registrar of the Registration Division of Moutrezl, respecting
which I had reasow to believe that from the close proximity tov that office of the residence
of yourself and fumily, you would affsrd some information, I am inc.ined to couclude, from
your negligeuce to obey such summon-es, that rumours that have come to my cars are
utterly unfounded. .

If, however, in the public interest, you have any statement to make in such a shape
that credence may be attached to it, I shall be in attendance at the Registry Office, to day,
to-morrow and Friday, when I'shall be ready to reccive your Deposition,* aud in default of
you there attending, I must draw my couclusions accordingly.

I havg the hounor to be,
Sir,
Your most obedient servaot,
GEO. FUTVOYE,
Commissioner.
D. Pellctier, Esq ;" Montreal.

A€
* Vide Deposition No, b5. :




