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be worked out b>' hundreds of individuals,each for hlmseif. Did'we, possess a system-
atlzed body of law,' we should have moreearnest students, more skilful lawyers, andbetter and cheaper justice. That the acqui-sition of the iaiV can ever be an easy task,or its administration Otherwise than burden-some, it were fol>' to expect; but there canbe no reason why an effort should not bemade to aid the practitioner and to ease thesuitor. The two resuiteg hand in hand ;whatever tends to slmplig~ the law an4 trender it c0gnoscible0 and easy of accees,tends also to diminish the heavy feeg, thevexatious deinys, ahd the occasionaî i-carnages whicls are now' se justly 'corn-plained cf.

[The ]Reviewer, alter commenting uponthe conflicting systerne of Common Law andChancer>' Law, and the'tumbroUg'laws re-gulating transfers aud mortgages in Egland) proceede: Eg
We have given evldenoe, we -trust of aSufflciently cogent character, in support ofthe view that inaece&iibiityr la the master-vice Of Our legal systein. 'It remains to beadded that the naisch<f la multiplying atan alarming rate, and bide fair at no distantdate to expand into truly formidable dimen- isions. The Case Law is stated by the LordChancellor already to occupy'betWeen 1100and 1200 volumes, aud i. growing W'ithý con-stantly increasing rapldity.
"At this time there are at lesat fort>' or fiftydistinct sets of reporta pouring their istreams tinto thie immense réservoir of iAw, and icreatingwhat eau bardiy be ,dëscrlbecd, bt' mat' be.denomînated a Igreat chao -of .iudicial legila- 1

Sir J. P. Wilde also bears testimony tothe vast increaseocf reported casesin moderntimes;-t

the otSt to inquire Into causes, butptefact ilsthat tle Present century ha. addedmore decided cus te the la* than are, to be cfound in the- recorde of tise fiye preceding cen- dturies put tclgether. This Vast, agglo0Merationbreeds not oni>'* confusion in thos. who are cbound b>' the, iaw, but ineonistençy In those awho adinniter it. Nopver of asmiliation fienu keep Pace 'with'sueisp<jt
0  adhettribunal@, occupied to the fnui with thse bi.iness Elbefore them, have hittie hune"t. mauter tise r-suite of contemporar>' decialona." irA second dcfect lu the law as it is, though rin our view one of which tise exteut je somea p~what o*erraàted, ie want of certaint>'. -The bisystemn of precedent, which on1 thse whole Ô4otends to fIx the law even down to minute thidetails, works in some instances lu the con- ipstrar>' direction, and instead of removlng cidoubt, introdu<es it. Thse resuit; le brought cdabout through the agency of viclous pre. ps

ceet.Judges are not infallible, uthough actuated b>' the [purest 'litentions,they sometimes decide wrongly. .Suchdecisions are nevertheless available for cita-tion, like ail other precedents. Now, whenan erroneous decision in the past cornes tobe pressed upon a judge lu the present, oneof two things muet happen-either the pre-cedent muet be followed, or it muet be dis-regar >ded. The traditions of the profession.point in one direction, whie the instinct ofjustice exercises its influence lu the opposite.Thé resuit is oftentimes a compromise. Thedecision ls in effect disregarded, but itsauthority is saved by recourse being had tosotue shadowy and flctitious distinction.
Tis practice was recent>' satirized by a
livin judge, who, on a case which we willcaln "Brown v. Robinson"I being cited inargument, inforined the bar that he shouldflot feel hixnseif bound by that case unless asuit were before him in which the factowere preciseiy sîmilar; 'lindeed,"l addedhis Iordship, " uness the plainif'.l namewere Brown, and the defendant's Robinson."

Iu this way an erroneousjudgmentthough
outwardly treated with respect, may gEtundermined with distinctions whioh render.t practically inoperative, and at this criais.t "commonly happens that soine judge,>older than the rest, deals a death-blow tohe tottering structure by declaring that'that case has lone since been o verruled."1ý. strdking instance of an important modifica-'ion of the iaw by a sgledecision occurred~uite recent>'. Five years ago it was univer-ally believed among lawyers that, if A lentà asum of money to be employed b>' him in'usiness, A's remuneration for the loan be-ng a c.rtain share of the profits, that agree-sent irendered A liable to the creditors oflie business to the last farthing of his pro-erty; lu other word;, that lu favour ofreditors, participation in profits -waa aiterlon of partnersliip. Suaci was theistinct tenor of a long serles of cases, " be-
aue11 as it was sageiy said, " the profits

rpayment; and therefore, hie who sharesie . profite muet also, share the bosse&"Eowever, the House of Lords, by a recentidgment, has gone far towards demolish-ig the old doctrine and substituting theuaonable principle that partnership, or noartnerehip le sinspi> a matter of agreement.%tween the parties, that creditors have no'ncern wîth the question exceipt so, flar ase>' have been induced to believe that a'rtnership realiy eubsisted, and that parti-pation in the profits la only to be regard-as primd fade4 evidence of a contract ofSrtnerebip. Here we have an example of
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