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portion in each y ear both of aggregate valuations,
and of the county rates in respect tei each and
evéry municipality in the County. I sought in
yain for some chie therein to an apportionment,
làut.could mid none.

And nOw, after more titan ten days of inces-
saut labor in examining the assement for the
County aud preparing tables therefrom and other
vWork of the kiud to assist me inrxessning upon
the fe.cts and. figures before me, I have flot en-
tlrel'y satisfied myseif in the result arrived at,
ëpd 1 scarcely hope to eatisfy the muiticipalities
semted, buet I know that wlat 1 have prepare<i
Approziwatea te a juet equalized value for the
*ït oe County, and I think that whenever a re-
hable asseasment ie made of the whole County
by perdons acting on uniferm prinoipleo and not
au bject to irregular influences or local direction,
and with reasonable time for the work to be
dose, the figures I now present wili, to, a great
utent, býe.jutified.

Iijp gqing over the work I found in the paper
qu which the CouDty Council acted in equalizing
msny errors in addition, ranging front one dollar
Vfpwards, and in one case an error of ne lesu than
one hundred thousand dollars. These of course
1 set right.

The whole value for the County as equalized
b.y me will be fouud inoreafed front $11,702,285
tp.$14,809,789.86-and that is a valuation far
undier'its real wortit I incline to think, but did not;
consider I would be justified, as the matter stands
before me, i raieiug it beyond the present
fiue.

.The Couuty Clerk, accordiug to the direction
ot the Reeves, bas furnished me with ahl the
returus 1 called for, tabled fromt the public
docuuments ini hie oustody aud he gave me some
gsaietance in discovering where sente of the
errors in addition referred to were.

I believe a new rate înay with facility be struck
upon the figures I give, and I have spared no
pains to work out ahl as fully in detail as le
possible ini minute aud complex calculations.

iArrived at the close of a distasteful and very
o 1nerous duty, I have at least the consolation
of kuowing that the municipalities are eaved a
heavy outligy in the course that vas taken; and
ne respects the payment for my labours in titis
pýûtr&cted.enquiry there certainly le much. work
joven for a entaîl sum of money--eight or nias
4tbllars beiug aIl the (Iovernment wiii receive in
atanipe as an equivalent for my services ini tie
m&tter of appeat.

CORREISPONDENCE.

Diesion Courts amendimt -dot.

TO THE £DM"TOKp0 TEE LOCAL COUILTa' GàzEm=.
GENTLICKENlq-T1iO incongruous nature cf thte

Division Courts Asnendment Act cf 1869 lias
fix soue measure been remedied by thte "lNew

Rides"1 and "New Forme" recently published,
but there are, nevertiteless, some enactments
in said statute on whicit furtiter explanation
woiuld bo very desirable ; among titese I may
amnion the ratiter strange provisions in section
0kghteen.

Titis section enacte titat where there is ne
bailiif cf tle Court in whicit tite action is
brought, or when any summons, execution,
subpoenai process or other document le re-
quired to be served or executed -elsevitere titau
in the Division in which the action is brought
they may, ii the élection cf the party, be direct-
ed te be set.ved and executed by the Bailiff cof
thé Division, in or near te which they are re-
quired te lie executed, or by sucit other liailiff
or person ts thé Judge or Clerk issuing the
same shall order, and may for that purpose,
be transmited by post or otherwise, direct to
such Bailifi or person, witheut boing sent to,
or through the Clerk.

From this clause it follows, that the "party"
(whoever titis is, whether plaintiff or defendant
we are left te guess) bas the power te select
for service the Bailiff of the Division in or near-

te which they are required te ho executed;-
whule the Judge or the Clerk issuing the sanme
may confer that power te, any ))er8on, and
since by thte Interprétation Act a person-means
either maie or female, a Judge or a Clerk may
entruet eren a woman with the execution cf
prcéess.

Thte Judge and thé Clerk have here concur-
rent jurisdiction, and, thé writs which they
respetively issue, they may aise respectivély
ordér te lie executed as they think preper.

Rule 84, whicit ouly reférs te exocutions re-
quired te be exccuted under the l8th section,
states what may be done in thé premises, as
it says, the writ may be directed by name of
offle te the Bailiff cf any cf the Division
Courts in the same County; but cannot be
issued te the Bailiff in another County..

But neither titis rule, nor any other rule,
as far as I can learn, gives any information.
rogardiug titis mysterieus "person," whom
the Judge or Clerk may order te serve or ex.
ecute proceas. We are left entirely in the
dark as te the mode or form in which such.
Order ie te ho made.

Rule 81 informe us how process for service
in a " Foreign Division " is te ho transmitt.d,
in cases where -the plaintiff dees net; elect
(bore the Ilparty " is styled plaintf), au&-
the Judge or Clerk dees net make anY' Ord&i
au te how it shahl be served.

Thte lotit section cf said act and ruile 84,
define the duties cf sucit Bailiff, te whom
sucit summons, execution, subPoena, procest
and othér document lias been sent te serve
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