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1. Mon.. Dominion Day. TLong Vaeation begins.
County Court Term begins.
Heir and Devisee Sittlngs commence,
Last day for County Council to equalize
assessment rolls.
Last day for County Treasurer to certify
taxes due on occupied lands,
County Court Term ends.
6th Sunday after Trinity.
7th Sunday after Trinity.
Swithin.
Heir and Devisee Sittings end.
8th Sunday after Trinity.
St. James.
Nh Sundey after Trinity.
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JULY, 1872.

We are glad to see the Chief Justice of
Ontario home again, and looking all the better
for his holiday.

We clip from the English Law Journal a
paragraph relating to Nisi Prius references,
every word of which is applicable to our sys-
tem, in the hope that some of our many legal
members of Parliament may frame some fit-
ting legislative remedy :

“There is nothing incident to the proceedings
of a court of law more unsatisfactory than the
process of referring a cause to arbitration at Nisi
Pring, The witnesses have come from a distance,
the attorneys are in attendance, the counsel have
had their fees paid. Gradually, however, as the
leading counsel for the plaintiff opens his case to
the jury, the newspaper rises higher and higher
before the judge’s face, till at last his Loreship is
entirely hidden from view—a sure sign that the
case will ultimately be referred, and the parties
have to begin over again. Judges are in the
habit of saying that they are justices of a Superior
Court, and not public accountants, and therefore
they will not try certain cases. But as the law
now stands, if both parties to an action desire it
to be tried in the ordinary way, a judge and jury
often stand very much in the pesition of account.
ants. Moreover, the evil is not simply the almost
entire waste of the costly proceedings previous to
the day of trial. The arbitrator appointed is
probably a man with a hundred other things to
do, who gives the reference a day in one week
and a couple of hours in the next, till, as the case
drags on, the unfortunate litigant thinks the
arbitrator, who delays his case, rather more vex.
atious than the judge who refused to try it
Such a state of things surely calls for an amend-
ment of the law.”

It is well that prowinence should be given
to one of the unwritten rules of the Court of
Chancery, which the Chancellor adverted to
in MeLean v. Oross, 3 Ch. Cham. R. 440: this,

 namely, that local Masters and Registrars are

not to practice their profession in partnership
with any solicitor who is at the time a practi-
tioner in Chancery. They are not to do this
even although they may not actuoally share in
the emolument of suits. The reason is obvi~



