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None will dispute, while all are well aware of the great

advantages which result from simplicity in judicial estab-

lishments. Confining to a limited number of judges, resi-

dent at the seat of the courts, discussions upon questions of

law, whilst the same judges on their several circuits preside

over the trials of fact before juries in their respective coun-

ties tends at once to produce order and regularity

in process, impartiality in the trial of issues, and above

all, those most important objects in the administration

of justice, uniformity and certainty of decision, ^e

are fully sensible, on the other hand, that numero^is disad-

vantages e.vist, in every country that ought to be governed

by a uniform law and uniform practice, in having diiferent

and opposing systems of jurisprudence-in other words in

sustaining distinct courts for the administration of law and

^%l\o not say that on investigation it will be found that

our Court of Chancery administered as a Court of Equity

isunsatistactory or that its practice is, oi a question of the

actual labour employed, in proportion more expensive han

the courts of common law. Its judges are men ot high

legal acquirements and its officers for the most part ethe:en t .


