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Fusion or Law axp Hequiry.

of Admiralty. That Court has always
admioistered in peace and war mari-
time international law.
Court has the Crown ever granted a
commission of prize; and even hsfore
the issue of such commission, it has,
in the opinion of Lord Stowell, an in-
berent jarisdiction in these matters,
T way observe that the forms of plead-
ing now in use in the High Cours of
Admiralty are as nearly as possible
shose which sthis Keport recommends
to be generally adopted by all Courts.
think that the want of power in thes
Commission to consider the composi-
tion of the final Court of Appeal has
been unfortunate, because it has prac-
tically excluded from our considera-
tivn-—

(a.) Whether it be expedient that
two Final Courts of Appeal, namely,
the House of Lords and the Jadicial
Committee of the Privy Council should
still continne :

(b) Whether, if so, the composition
of either or both should remain an-
altered.

Vet the consideration of hoth these ques-
tions ought, in my judgment, to have pre-
ceded, and would perhaps have considerably
amodified the suggestions for the intermediate
Qourt of Appeal made in this reporf. I think
it also very doubtful whetier that Appellate
Court should be composed for the most part
of Judges exercising appellate jarisdiction
only.

(2)1

Rosert J. PHILLIMORE.
+ Crrcurrs: I eannotconcurin this recom-
amendation to its full extent.
G. BraMwernL,

+ We are not able to concur in the recom-
mendation that several counties should be
consolidated for assize purposes to the extent
indicated in the Report. Our general view
is, either that the present system of holding
assizes, which iy based on the existing divi-
sions of counties, and which brings justice
reasonably near to the homes of suitors, wit-
nesses, and jnrywen, should, with some modi-
fications, be retained; or that the present
gystem of circuits should be altogether dis-
continued, and Provineial Courts established
with assigned districts, having Judges who
should go frequent circuits to convenient
places wichin such districts ; and with appeal
from the Provincial Courts in certain cases
to the Metropolitan Courts of Appeal.

Moxtsaqus SurrH.
Joun Duxs CuLERIDGE.

2 I desire to record my opinion, that the
following questions should be further con-
sidered :—

Whether all proceedings should not be
commenced and prosecated in the County

To no other |

the case that it is proper to remove it into the
Supreme Court.

Whether it is desirable to allow such faeili-
ties for appealing, and repetition of appeals.

Whether, having regard to the nnequal
means of litigants, the changes proposed
might not render it desirable to establish a
new system of legal remuneration, and to
limit the elaims of suitors against each other
for costs.

Whether it might not bo desirable to substi-
tute for the discretion of the Judges in respect
of costa certain rules of positive application.

Whether the qualification of jarymen should
not rather be lowered than lucreased.

Whether sufficient censideration has been
given to the cther elements in the adminis-
tration of the law beyond thas of excellence
of judiclal decision, namely, the time of the
suit, the expense to the suitor, and the in-
fluence of the administration of justice on the
social and political condition of the people.

Whether the Ilouse of Lords, if it is to
continue a Court of Appenl, might not be
rendered efficient for the purpose by legal
peerages couferred on Judges of a certain
standing, so asg to make the Bench indepen-
dent of the pleasare of the Urown, and by
constituting a permanent Commiitee of such
peers, on the principle of the Judicial Com-
mittee of the Privy Counecil.

Acron 8. AYRTON.

Thus conclades the first Report of the Com-
misgioners. The Bill first founded upon ig
fell through, but we understand it will, in
an altered shape, be again brought before the
Houses of Parliament in England.

The subject is one of great interest to the
profession in Canada in view of this and of
the resolations receutly brought before the
Ontario Legislature by Mr. Edward Blake:—

*“1. That according to the present plan of dis-
pensing justice in ¢ivil cases, there are two dif-
ferent and inconsistent systems of law, one of
which is framed chiefly to soften the rigour and
supply the defects of the other,

2. That these two systems are administered
by different Courts, with diffcrent modes of pro-
cedure, neither Court being competent to do full
justice or administer the whole law of the land
in each case before it.

3. That this plan is anomalous in theory, and
in practice involves great and needless expense
to suitors, causes confusion, embarrassment and
uncertainty in the law, and retards its amendment.

4. That uuder any well regulated plan there
should be bu$ one system of law, under which
each party to a suit should be able to enforce in
that snit against the opposite party his full rights.

5. That in the opinion of this House steps

-Courts, unless it appears from the nature of | should be taken o obviate the defects indicated,



