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great predecessor, Sir John B. Robinson.

The latter evinced a dlesire in his judg-

monts to cenvince the parties of the cor-

rectness of the conclusions at v)hich his

mind had arrived, a kindly end eavour from.

out the large-hoarted. sympathy. of bis na-

ture, to prove even to the disappointed sui-

tor that the law was riglit and lie was

wrong. Aithougli this feature prevented

the former from winning the hearts of the

people to the extent that the latter did,

it nevertheless makes his judgments

possibly of greater value to, the profession

as purely legal problems.

No judgo on the Canadian bench,

with the exception of Chief Justice

Robinson, whose judgments must be

looked at from a somewhat different

standpoint, lias loft his mark se dis-

tinctly on tlie jurisprudence of tliis coun-

try. Hie law is dlean cut, ne jagged

odges ; ne ends to pick up at the cnd of

a judgment. 11e neyer deviated frotn tlie

point at issue. 11e gave tlie law, the

whole law, and nothing but tlie law on

the particular subject in question at the

time. No obiter dicta were dropped, as

they too often are, to obscure the legal

proposition before hima, or to give rise

thereafter to the endless perplexity of

case lawyers or diffusive judges. It lias

been said. that Sir John iRobinson resem-

bled Lord Miansfield in his desire to

seften the rigour of the Common law.

The tendency of Mrt. Draperes mind was

rathar to uphold the law and its practice

ini their strictness ; but this even had its

advantages, as expressed in wliat lias been

said of Mrt. Draper's rulings, 1tliat one

knew always wliere to find liim."

As a judge at Niai Prius he was pre-

omnnitly satisfactory te, the Bar and to

the public. Hie demeanor was digni fied.

and courteous; and ho brooked no inter-

ference with or derogation of the .majesty

of the laiT. Hia decieions were given in

his own peculiarly clear, unhesitating

manner, carrying conviction with them,

and rarely reversed in Terni. Juries, a

a tule, paid great defèence to viewseox-

pressed by him. in dliarging them, but

hoe was as careful te, leave thema te por.'

formi tlieir proper funictions without inter-

ference, as he was to, reserve te, the Court

its duty in laying down the law regard-

lees of consequences. But though his

charges wtýere admirable, tbey were net

always sufficiently down-right and plain

spoken for the average juryman. We te-

member hearing an eld friend of lis, who

held a brief in the case, a heavy commer-

cial suit with a special jury, speaking of

an incident illustrative te this. The

Chief took great pains te explain the

matter, and delivered what tlie Bar speke,

of as a faultless cliarge. At its conclu-

sien te lis great mortification, as hie after-

wards stated, one of the jury asked lima

question wliicli shewed that lie liad ut-

terly misunderstood tlie real nature of the

dispute. In his sentences in criminal cases

lie was said te have been semewhat severe,'
liaving a streng opinion tliat tliis waa

necessary fer the protection of tlie publie.

We have before u's an address prosented

te him on lOth October, 1868, by the

grand jury of the city of Toronte. Hia

reply exemplifies traits in hie character

which were well understeed by those

who knew him well. Iu one part of the

address the grand jury, after speaking of

the urgent necessity fer tlie establishiment'

of a reformatory for girls, spoke of the

prepriety of infiicting corporal punish-

ment in certain cases. The Chief Justice

in hie reply ie reported te have eaid:

"The allusion to the reformatory for boys

and girls, the propriety of establishing which

had been me frequently diicussed by the publie
press, afforded him au opportunity of expreuaing

as ho had always done when tke subject was

mentioned, the hope that the governmont

would coneider it their duty to prepare fer the

erection of such institutions, and ho had no

doubt that the beneficial effoct would soon evi-


