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personal discharge of judicial duties. The bias and pugnacity in favor of a client
grow into second nature, just as we see in sorne Crown Attorneys the de8ire to
obtain convictions. The mode of conducting cases is neyer, or at least rartly,
judicial, so far as the conduct of the advocates engaged is concerned. The
couinsel who does flot display great zeal ini the interest of his client is set down
as weak, and retainers thereafter become less frequent. We must, therefore,
look for our judges amiong that class of Iawyers w~ho possess, perhaps, the abiiity
but flot the partisanship of counsel. But thcir rernuneration must be commen-
surate wvith thoir work and talents. The -sole test seemns te us tu bj that
goodi men ought to be selected, and that the salary ouglit to be suffici-ent to en-
able the public te have tfie advantage of their ability. Neither should the ele-
nien~t of rernuneration te the judges of other Provinces enter into the question.
There is ne comparison iii the volume of Nvork actually perfornicd. Every Prov-
ince should bc treated on its mierits. Tlie circulnstances niust goverfi.

This is not, or, rather, ouglit not te bu, a question of politics. It is a matter
of vital importance to the Nvelfare of the country. Good laws miay bu made; but
if the administration of thenm is weak in a single point, then the lawà are, te that
extent, mnade iu vain. It is of rnuch greater consequence that the lawv should be
well and ablv adininistered than that the statute bocks should bu filled with the
wisest legislation which is tnot administered in the best, the cheapest, and the
most expeditious manner possible. Given the judges we fortunate]y have iii
Ontario, and provide themn liberally xvith the - sinews of %var,"' se that their action
mav be frce and full, and xve have little doubt that iii a fée ),ears we %voiild sec
many radical and benieficial changes iii our judicial system, and aniongst the
foremnost agitators in that respect wvould be founcl many of the present occupants
cf the Onîtario Bench,

,Since the above Nvas written we have read-. with înterest a conprehensive
article on the samne subject in the English Laît Quarle0ly Rcview. iii which the
wvriter takzes a viewv similar in priliciple te that above expressed. \'e shaîl bc.
gladt to hear fromi correspondents and te publish Nvhat they rnay have to say
on the subject.

COMMENTS ON CURRENT RNGLISH DECISIONS.
(Law~ Relort% for Mauth-oniiti.ri,

Egtil.Ait.9 A.,Slf,N<;ltET-CONTRACT To ADVANcr~ %ONEY--IZEACHi OF' (ONTRACr-.V)AXAGES, MEASURE
OF-J U>CATURs AcT, 1873j, 5. 25, S-S. 6 (R.S.O., C. 122, $S. 6-r2).

1esteie lVazon Co. v. IVest (1892), 1 Ch.- 271, xvas an action brought by th(;
assignee of a contract to advance money, te recover damnages from the defendant
for having advanced money te the ass4gnor after notice of the assignrnent. The
facts %vere as follows :Que Pinfold rnortgaged property te defendants te secure
£7,500 and further advances up te £io,ooo, which the defendants contracted te
make. Pinfold miade a second mortgage te the plaintiffis for £r,ooo and further
advances up te £'2,5oo, and assigned te them his right te caîl for and require
payrnent of the further advances agreed te be made by the defendants. The
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