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three additionaî terms should lie fixed, oneiz
October, one in December, and one in Februaryj
giving thirty additionaî working days. At the
samne time hoe took partieular care to say this
was to lie considered as his own suggestion, and
not that of any one cise. H1e expressly stated
that. Now, the Government had fixed two
in.4ead of three terme, omitting the terni
suggested to be held in October. They were

in the week. He was no stickier for forrus; the
sittirgs might be called ternis or otherwise ; but
hie wished to performi his duty conscientiousîy
and welI, and be regretted that the Chief
Justice had suggested these additional terme,
because it was impossible that the work could
be doue. That was the view of the bar, forevery nman who had been consultedl and who
had furnished bis views to the Gazette, agreed
with the four days system. Only two judges

would adjourn to the l2th of December. The flot to lie blamed for that, for one of his col-reason why this was done was that there was a leagues had specially dissented from that, andlittie difficulty about the proclamation-.it did the Goverument were infornied of the tact. Thisflot mention in what year the ternis were to be statement sbowed how it came about that ad-held (laughter); in order that there miglit lie ditional terrus were fixed. Hie had nothingno difficulty whatever, the Court had resolved else to say. It was evident that it was at theo adjourn to the l2tb ot December next. The suggestion of the Bar, or rather of the CouncilhifJtiepceddtobeethtteeof 
the Bar, that the additional termis were fixed.îad been a good deal of nhisrepresentation There was only one other remark hie wished tobout these additional termes, and a good deal niake, and if ivas this : The regular terme lie-f discussion had been going on without it tween the 15th November and the vacationeing known exactly what were the facts under would lhave given 39 working days. Thle twovhich the ternis were proclainied. It would be additional termis proclaimed would give in ailecollected by the Bar that a bill had been ifl- 58 working days. But the suggestion to sitroduced last year into the Legisiative Asseinbly four days iii eachi week would only Rive 36f Quebec for the purpose of doing away with days froni November to May' that is, three daysxe term system and arranging for the Court to less than if there had beeni no extra termes. Hist almost continuously. That bill passed Honor concluded by observing that hie muadeirough the Legisiative Assembly but did flot these remarks so that the Bar niight put theass thec Legisiative Council. ImmiediatelY blarne, if there was any blame, where it restster the session the Council of the Bar met andan owhritdentrs.issed «a resolution praying thec Attorney and roclaerein does lot re.encrai to fix a rnonthlv termi at 'Montreal, Af.Y The prcaaion tas henak read th. Ccording to the promise which had been muade Justice had rmade necessjtated some observa-him during the session. The Attorney- tions from bui. Tbe Chlef Jirtice stated thatenerai had sent hini (the Chief Justice) a copy hie communicated with bum on tbis subject. fiethis resolution with a request, not to express (Mr. Justice Ramisay) had no recollection ofopinion on the propriety of baving additional that, but hie found rio fauit on that account,rms, but that hie should indicate the days Oni because communication with bima would haveiich thec additional termes miglit be most coul- been useless. It was well known to the barnientiy fixed. Fie (the Chief-Justice> commu- that lie had ail along been opposed to any sys-,ated with bis colleagues, and it appeared teni that would prevent deliberation. It hadit no common action could be taken. Hie been stated in certain quarters that hoe hadrefore took it upon biruseif to suggest to the. approved of these extra ternis : lie had never:orney-Generai what hoe thought shoffld lie approved of theni, on the contrary, hoe hadîe, that is, that no termi should be fixcd disapprove<î of thon, in the Rtrongcst mannor.ore the vacation (if was thon the 23rd of If the bar asked for a system by whichi thee), but having caiculated what hie thouglit Court would have to sit perpetually, lie couldfthc number of days necessary to get rid of flot uinderstand on what ground it could beroll, or to reduce it so much as to bring it justified. It was ini the. recolloction of the. baror the control of the Court, instead of five that seven or eight years ago they pressed uponsix additionai termes, as was suggested by the Govornmont the plan of sitting four daysresolution of the Bar b -
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