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of inuch judicial discussion, in which diverse views have been
expressed, and no doubt in the future it will again be the suh-
ject of simnilar discussion,

F. P. BECTTS.

London, Ont.

.7'IE ONTARIO BAR ASSOCI)ATION.*

The most important event, t3o far as this Association is con-
cerned, in the past year lias been the widening o? the basis upon
which the Association rests, so that now the president or elecfed
representative o? eaeh Couzity ba-;ý Apsociatioiî lias becoine a
niemiber of our eouncil. This eoinpletes the organization wvhich
the A.rsociation lias al%%ay8 had in view and nmakes% it, in fact, as
well as in naine, a body representative of the profession through-
out Ontario.

Another inatter to w'hieh rpference iiiist he -nade is the
hearty co-operation of our sister society, the Toronto Bar Asso-
ciation. in the work (loue in connection withi the so-called Law
Reformi Act of last yeur. 1 wishi to express personally, and on
hehalf of this éAssociation, m,,' fhanks for the cordial way in whichi
the nienibers of the Toronto Bar Assgoc;ationi %orked w'ifh 114 in
endcavouring f0 iînpres- on flie Coverrnmcnf the inadvisability of
iuterfcring with the constitution of fthe Court a? Appea!. Our
united efforts were succcssful t(> the extent of politponing the
operation of the Act îvhich wits finally pas.med. No good reason
is ý-- apparent for the remifelling of our appellafe practice.
It wvas also denionstrated that the percentage oif double appeals in
this province w~as, in comparison with the numbher o? cases tried,
trifling, and except in cases of compensation for personal injur-
ies did not necd a legislative cure. The profession seemed fairly
weil unifed in the opinion that while in those cases a remedy
ndghit and ought fo he found, the remedy propoqed wvas inappro-
priate.


