
DIÂRY.-CONTENZTS.--LEGAL NOTES.

DIARY FOR JULY.

1. Mon.. Dominion Day Long Vacation begins.

Connty Conrt Toron begino.
Heir anti Dovioce Sittlngs commence.
bost day for Couuty Counceil to equalozo

assossonent roues.
bout day for County Troasurer to eortify

taxeo dno on occupied lauds.
6. Sot... Connty Court Toron euds.
7. SUN.. tl Snndny afler 'Trinily.

14. SUN.. 7Mi Sunday «37cr Triait y.

15. Mou..- Steithi7.
16. Tues.. Ileir anE Dovisco Sittingseond.
21. SUN.. 815 Sundny «fier Ti inity.

24. Wod.. St. Jamtes.
28. SUN.. tl Saaolay nfior Triaity.
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JU-LY, 1872.

We are glad to sec the Chiot' Justice Of
Ontario home again, aud looking ail the botter
for hie holiday.

We clip frorn the Euglish Lawe Journal a
paragraph relatiug to Nisi Priue refereuces,
every word of which ie applicable to our sys-
tom, lu the hope that corne of our mnany legal
onembere of Parliameut rnay frame corne fît-
tiug legisiative remedy:

IlThero le nothieg incident to tho proceedîugs
of a court of lav moure unsetisfactory than the
procees of roforring a canse to arbitration at Nisi
Priue. The svitueses bave como fruom a distance,
tho attorueys are in attendauce, the counel have
had thoir fcs paid. Gradually, hnwever, as tho
loading couneel for tho plaintiff upeno hie case to,
the jury, tise nowspsper vises higher sud higlier
befure the judge'e face, tilt at most hie Lureehip is
entirely hidden from view-a sure sigu that the

case weul ultimately bo roforred, and the parties
have to begin over agein. Judges are in the
habit of saying that they are justices of a Suporior

Court, aud not publie accounutauts, and therofore
Lhey svill nt try certain cases. But ae tho law
nuw stauds, if botb parties Lu an action desiro iL
Lu bo tried lot tihe nrdiuery wey, a judge and jury
often stand 'tory mucli in thce position of account,
auto. Moreover, theo eil is nt simply the aimnet

couire wasto of the cnstly proceedioge previons to
the day of trial. Tihe arbitrator appontod le
prnbahly a mn witb a huudred uther thinge ta
do, whn gieo the roferenco a day lu ne weolc
aud a couple ot boues lu the next, tilt, as tbo case
drags on, tho unfortunato litigant thinko the
arbitrator, wbn delays bis case, rather more vox-
atînus than tho jutlgo wbo refused Lu try iL,
Such a stateofu thiogo ourely cails for an ameud-
meut of tho law."

IL is well that promineuce sbould be given
L one uof the unwritteu voles of the Court of
Cbancery, wbichi the Chancellnr adverted to
iu HcdLuean v. C'rose, B Ch. Cbam. Rl. 440: this,
namcly, that local Masters aud Rugistrars are
not Lu practice their profession in partnership

wiîh aoy solicitor who is at the Lime a practi-
tioner in Chancery. They are ot to do this
eeu aithough Lhey nsay nt actually share in
the emolumeot of suite. The reason is obvi-
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