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of Quebec ; both courts agr(^e in not confining

thcmfelves to rules of law, but occafionally de-

cide on the equity of the cafe, contrary to the

letter of the law.—"

" Thus the cuftom of Canada, the general

laws of France, the Roman code, and in fomc
commercial points, the laws of England have

been reforted to ; but the moit dangerous of ail

fyftems is, that of the dccifions in equity of

courts, ftridtly conftitutcd as courts of law,

without the ordinary rules, principles, and max-

ims, of courts of equity to govern them.
—**

" This vcrfatility in the decrees of the courts,

alone calls for a folid fyftcm of laws; and furely

no better can be reforted to, than the laws of Eng-

land, to govern the property of Britifh fubjeds.

—

The exports and imports of the provinces, being

upwards of half a Million a year, and from the

nature of the property liable to be more affcdted

by the law of the country, and the practice of

the courts, than any other. We therefore recom-

mend a re-introdu^Hon of the common and fiatutr

laws of Englandy as the general rule for the dccifion

of all matters of CO ntroverfy, relative to perfon-

al property and civil rights, in all perfonal ac-

tions grounded upon debts, promifes, contra(P.s,

and agreements, whether of a mercantile or
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