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JubpicIAL SALARIES—BLASPHEMY AND BLASPHEMOUS LIBELS.

alfo .
mis:ria;:;egwe up the?r large incomes for the
they 2 salaries which would be payable to
Lrow: Judges, This is a great evil, and a

“lng one,
to ﬁzléll:ﬁ ;he ground we d9, we have no fault
Arjgg of tht the 1)r91)osed mcr.ease to the sal-
W are |, € Judges in the Province of Quebec,
More Stri(l):'md to rel.nark that this only malfes
Biven o tlmg the m'adeqt.mte rel'mmera'n‘on
Dositioy, e Judges in .tl.us Province. lhe<
t ‘_md responsibility of a Judge of
;—l)i:\lor Ff)urt of Quebec, residing out-
re More e Cities of Quebec }and .M(mtrcal,
of oy Cnearly representedin Ontarioby those
the y; }?U?ty Judges t'h\:m of the Judges of
Q“ebef Court of Justice, except that these
Work ¢ ({Udges have, as a rule, vastly less
ey are 0 thap most of our County Judges;
(with . to receive, however, $4,000 per annum
Come ";0 exceptions), whilst tl'le annua'l in-
ony at()) the County Judges in On.tarlo is
relativeom $2,500 cach. In fact, ta}klng .the
expense of living into consideration,
Ormer are paid sums which are practi-
N J\r:ju,Ch larger than  those given to even
mario&?s Pf tl.le High Court qf 'Jus.tlce in
» living in Toronto. If it is right to
in ¢ eethe increase ir.m one Prqvince, it is right
in auothe.r- The increase, in tr}lth, shou!d,
he . fairness, ‘ha\.re‘ begur? in Qntano.
greatercflume. of ]u‘dlclal business is vastly
on ncl.h thfs Province, and the expense (.)f
"ery m“ng 1t, (.to the gen.eral exchequer) is
' Much less in proportion to the amount

tigation,

S to the last resolution, which takes away
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N l‘av .
e“‘"g and circuit allowances from the

it isgteh's of the Court of A ipeal, we presume
do i, Tought that they have enough work to
is oronto in their proper sphere, and this
v rgrobab}y the case. But .the rgsult is a
ent(slonsnderabl? reduction in their emolu-
asSize’ as therc? is a surplus to ‘th.em on eﬁllch
is ot after paying expenses. This reduction
rea only unfal‘r,.but in the fac.e of the in-
Jug ec§ cost of living over what it was when
ges' salaries were originally fixed, is

positively cruel.  The Judges appointed since
shortly after the elevation of Mr. Osler to the
Bench, do not receive the $1,000 which was
formerly added to the salaries of the Judges
by the Ontario Government for work in con-
nection with the Heir and Devisee Commis-
sion, and private bill legislation. There has
been a reduction on all sides in this Pro-
vince, instead of an increase, 1s there should
have been. We believe that if this matter
were properly brought before the intelligent
public of Ontario, they would see the neces-
sity of making the Bench a prize to the best
men at the Bar. Once let the Bench fall in
public estimation, and an enormous evil is
done. If it is not constitutionally proper for
the Provincial Government to supplement the
salaries of the Judges, it surely could be
done by some arrangement with the Dominion
Government. In fact we have an impression
that something of this sort was at one time
suggested, but not carried out.

SELECTIONS.

_BLASPHEMY AND BLASPHEMOUS
LIBELS.

The case of Reg. v. Bradlaugh, for the
publication of a blasphemous libel in the
Freethinker, absolutely bristled with points of
law. The Bankers’ Books Evidence Act,
1879, the Evidence Further Amendment Act,
1869, and Lord Campbell’s Act, and the law
of blasphemous libel, all came under discus-
sion in the course of the case, or of the Lord
Chief Justice’s summing-up. As to the first
Lord Coleridge seemed to have been under
some misapprehension. The Act complained
of by Mr. Bradlaugh on the part of the prose-
cution 1n obtaining an order from the Lord
Mayor for the inspection of his banker’s
books was not taken under the 6th section of
the Act of 1869, but under the 7th. The
order was not made to compel phe banker to
produce the books in court, which can only
be done by a judge, but to .allow the other
side to inspect and take copies of any entry
therein. The wording of the section allows



