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tainiy flot to the extent which the progressive cost of living weuid render just.
Some additional relief to our over-burdened tax-coiiecting profession might haveJ I been granted by the reduction of disbursemcnts ; but so long as a considerable
ciass of oficials are paid by fees it is perhaps tono much to expect that the tariff

iý of disburscments wiii be lowercd,
Ever since the Judicature Act camne into force it has been a matter of diffi-

cuity to know what were the proper court fées payable on any procceding. The
promulgation of the new tariff wvil, at ail events, relieve both the profession andi
the officiais of the court from this source of embarrassmcnt. There is one fen-
turc which strikes us about this part of the tarift' and that is its needicss pro-
lixity. If we remember rightiy, a tariff of disbursements was framed for the
judges in the year 1885, with thc assistance of the taxing officers, which, in fifty

1ý items, inciuded ail that is included in the prescrit tariff, whiclî is sprcad out over
about 140 items. We do not think the expansion is any benefit, but rather thu
reverse.

In some few items Lt wii bc found that the disbursements are rcduced, but
the items on which reductions have bcen made are, for the most part, of rarv
occurrence, andi therefore the reduction wiii bc littie felt. Somne littie difference
of opinion li probabiy arise as to the effect of the item for entcring an action for
triai or assessment which is fixeti at $2,oo, 5o cents. Thc hcadirig of the tariff
States that Lt is inclusive of ail fées expressiy irnposed by statute. R.S. 0- (1887ll,
C. 52, S. 148, exPressiy imposes a fée of $3.oo irn the High Court, andi $î.So in
the County Court, for cases entered for triai by jury. Is the new tariff intendeti
to supersede this statutory fée? and if so, have the judges power to abrogate thc
express provisions of an Act of Parliament? WVho can tellil

As an instance of the unnecessary prolixity to which wc have referreti, wc
observe the fees for entering judgmcnt arc sprcad over five items, .g.

SEvery interlocutory jutigment, or judgment by default, 50 cents', 30 cents,:"
"aditionai fée by statute, 6o cents."

"Every final jutigment otherwise than jutigment by defatuit, 5o cents, zo

«Entering and docketing judgment, 50 cents."
This multipicain it:ems:eZ t :u :7 jsls n somnewiat confusing.

and the fée on a commission for taking affic_îýts or bail is reduccdi frorn $2.5c,

Ordinary are increaseti from $î.oo to $i.5o per hour, which wiii, of course, malçc
avery considerable increase in thc expense of references in his offic. This

increase, perhaps, may bc justifieti on the ground that Lt is anomalous to h,
one scale of fees for the Local Masters, andi another for the Master in Ordinary.
The resuit of the increase being mereiy to make the fes in ail the Masters'

offices the sarne.1; Some littie difficuity may be experienceti by some of the ez-officio Officiai
Referees in knowing what to charge for attendances before them. The Regis-


