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isfil to intervene, that i, acrd, to thit. 11îea1ningivc that
word( iii the Oxford l)ictinarv, inuî u a,. >oiïuiftîing ex-
traneous . oine betmteeni, initerfere so a,; to rvt or
inodlify a resit." This inakes it the dut ' of the1 trnwUn
eral to intervene so as to înodîfy the result whieh woul other-
wise be obtaiiîed iii this private litig-ation, if lie thinks the publie
interest (lerandls it. Moreover, the section itsclf pros ides tbat
the intervention rnay lw not only at the trial. but at -any
stage of thepreehg.

If the C'ourt bas no jrisdictiont, it seeis to nie that that
tact shouldl he ascurtained at the earliest possible taeof tht'
act ion. t'peu an application to bave this case hrdini üaiera,
inade to myi brother Lateliford, it was statcd( iunderi oa,,th that
the plaintiff's health and condition was such thiat a c-r*oss-xarniîn-
at ion in public înight seriously atffect her life or, ruasoii and it
la, easy to conceivo that the ease inade hy the plaintiff in lier
pleadings is one whieh ought not to lw paradeil iii open court
if there is any real doubt of the jurisdicet i of the~ tribunal
to entertain the action. No Judge ought to he akucd tu pro-
nounce an opinion uipon surît a inatter.- ifctnîg as i must the
whole future of this uîîfortunate young wontian, unlwSa it is plain
that he has jurisdietîin to deal with the ation. If the' tinding
should be adverse to the plaintiff, and it should afterwards
lie held that the Court. hiad no0 juirisadictioni, her position woul
he lamentable in the extrei. 8creybetter ivould 1w lier situ-
ation if the finding upon the favda shoulfi bc in her favourv.

These considerations point 1to the propriety of separatinig thit
trîil of thv que(stion oif fart front the hearing upon the quegstioni
of lav. Speaking geealthe policy of our law of r-e(cnt
yvears hms heen entirely ag-ainst the' separation of the issues in
law from the trial of the questions of fact; but hev Riifles still
provide for this, leaving it to thv .1iudgt- ini vaeh vase fo do-termline
whetber the questions should he so Ilaatd I ppers Io Mo
that thîs case is one of the few iii whieh the iinturests of' the
parties will lbe best served by' dett4rîiniiîtisg tiiqnr-eae
legal question in the way su* esvd

The, fact that the latest 1teporttul ilec"'îous sei to 1w againisî
theo existence of tbe, jurisdictioni aiso points to the adoption of
this course; hecauise tbey render it pr-obable thiat thev Judge be.-
fore whori the case wvoul eoiiie for beariing il' the issules of favt
iiind law shouild cornet tlowni toguther, wou]ld ineiitt he lugal
as4pect of' the case In the' first inistiince; aiud, if bie vonisideredl

blnefbound by theIt'lreorted( caes e would ilot expes a


