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()f a large share of legal worl; by depreclators, and says that 'if the
Benichers of our Law Society cannot or will not exert thernselves
to providc a remedy. thcy shïlouldl resign and give place to men \vho
will effect a rerorin»" Fie very iiaturally, calls attention to the fact
that other professions hlave long ago securcd niecessary, legislation,
but that the flenchers have donc tiothing for those %vlosc interests
thev are elected to protect. Therc certainly is no valid reason
whve the saine mneasure of protection should not be afforded to us
ats k bnd yteniedical fraternity, L>y dentists or even by
VICndurs of spirituous liquors. Our correspondent urges that an
Act shotild becasc forbiddling, everyone save solicitors and
notaries froni practicing as conveyancers for hire, thus safegs.ard-
ing the public as %vell as the profession. He also makes a strong
plea that ant Act or Rule of Couirt sliould bc passed, requiring
everv solicitor whosc nanie ks appetided to an application for grant
of probatc, etc., to state on affMavit that there is no agýement or
unclerstanding betwecii him or any inember of his firn or any
other person, whereby any suill of m-oniey or share of business is
pavable to aniv p,2rison save oinlv to his professional agent or
partilers. It ks Claired that sUch anl aftdavit w'ould be largely
emfcaciou.s to stan'p out a pernicicius practice muchi in vogue in
this readby certain disreputable practitionr. H-e also urges
tllat Concertci action ,hould bc takenl in this matter and legislation
asked for durin- thz coniing- session of the Ontario Legislature.
I t ký truce that the liecliers have consiclered this matter up to a
certain point, and hiave feIL diffculty in clealinig with it, but %ve
refuse to b",iieve that nothing cati bc donc to reinedy the evil, Ï
Our correspondent says thiat 1w '1- bc pleasecl to hear froni
s;flicitorq înterestcdl in the iniatter, ,t) that soniething defiinite rnay

It lias been reînarked that in none of the court rooms at
Osgoocle Hall, Toronto, are the Royal Arns iii evidence. In
rnost of the court rooms, nlot only of Ontario but of the other
Provinces of the Dominion this ks considered a proper and suitable
symbol of the Royal authoritye under \vhich ail courts are held, and
it is somnewhat curious that in the chief seat of the law in Ontario
the Royal Armis are conspicuous by their absence.


