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of their duty, ziay, they ar~e Somntti a serions breaeh of
duty, in asking the Court to inake orders on obviously insuffi-
oient evideiice; or to ask the Court teo nake orders which they
know, -or-ought-ta iknow,-onght fiat to bc inu.de, -Tuhe-duty of
coun*l is to assist the Court to corne to a riglit decisian iii every
case which thcy present ta the Court. If ali praper parties
are flot before the Court thuy s'hould bring tliat faut to, the
Court 's attention, flot that that duty on the part of counsel is
any reason why the Court i tself should re-lax its vigilance.
The Court mnust take juta, accotint the fact that ail counsel are
flot equally loarned and capable of givin.c the Court proper
assitantce; and that there are moine whom it would bu noa libel
ta declare to be absolutely ignorant flot only of elemcntary
Iawv, but even of their duty ta the Court.

We are inclined ta fear that it inay be found in the future
tp>at the proeet ïaethod which sanie judges have af dealing
with busineqs may be productive of sanie litîgation, and pro-
bably inucli hardship ta innocent persans. The complaisant
judge, anxious ta save himseif trouble, miay thon be dîscovered
to have been the suitai's wvorst enerny and ta 'have lld thase
who have i;'aited. at his juidgment senat into a falsc security,
and on the other hand lie inay bie fouind to have done grass in-
justice ta innocent parties.

Let us take for instance the case af the construction of a
will, where an easy-going judge has undertaken to construe
the instrument, in a case where it is open to the hoirs ta cou-
tend that there i an intestacy, and they are nat notifled, or
required to be notifled. What may happen is this,-the judge
may determine thât a doubtfully worded devise i effective.
The parties may deal with the property on the faith of that
decision and the supposed devisee inay sel] ta a bo-nâ fide pur.
chaser. It may be tbaughit that perhaps the hoirs not having
been notifled would flot be bound by the decisian, and could
assert their right,% against the purchaser: if it were su, it would
bc bard on the purohaser, but it wouald seeni that, under the
Jud. Act, s. 58(11) as against a bonâ fide purchaser, the order


