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caleulated to induce him to have rules made for
increasing the cost of litigation. It is rather iiifra
dig for a judge to receive fees for every order he
issues.

Mr. EDGAR. I think it would be far better,
as far as we can, to fix the salary in this Act of
Parliaiîent, because the salaries of the vice-admi-
ralty judges are now fixed by Dominion statute,
aud I do not see why we should not also fix the
salaries of those who take their places.

Sir -JOHN THOMPSON. No one has stronger
objection than I to the systen of paying the judges
fees, but that is the present system, and if we take
away the fees we must provide for an increase of
salary.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E.I.) I think the lion. gentle-
iman is wrong, as under the Act it is only in the
case of the abolitioinof the court that the judges
are entitled to compensation. Of course, I am only
looking at the legal aspect of the qiestion.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think the spirit of
the Act requires that the, emoluments should not
be reduced, and we should iot like to deal other-
wise with the judges.

Mr. ED)GAR. The fees are abolished by the
effect of the Act. The Bill provides tlhàt they shal
receive such fees as ,are from tiie to time pré-
scribed by general rules or orders. Then, imder a
subàequeit section, they have to be nade by the
Court of Exchequer, and approved by theGover-

or in Council:and transmittedfor approval to Her
Majesty in Council, so that the whole matter is
thrown.open, aud there can be no better oppor-
tunity than the present to fix the salary. Has tie
Milnister of Justice any figures to show the anount
of fees received ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. In Nova Seotia, New
Bruiswick and Quebec the fees average from $30(W
to $406 a year. In Prince Edward Island they are
very small.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It miglit be more satis-
factory that the salary should be increased by the
average amnount of the fees for the last two or three
years, and the fees abolished.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.)
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On section 12,
Mr. DAVIES (P. E.I.) Would it not be well to

provide that no further suits shall be instituted in
respect of the sanie matter in the principal registry
court or any district registry ? Supposmg a ship
was owned in Yarmouth and the slip itself was in
Halifax, there might be two suits brought, one
against the ship in Halifax and one against the
ship's husband or owner in Yarmouth. I think
the proviso should be amended.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think the difficulty
is met by the power given to the higher court to
amalgamate the suits and transfer them to its own
registry. If we were to make a prohibition
such as that proposed, we might interfere with
suits instituted in good faith in another place.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) You have already pro-
Yided that, if a suit is instituted in one district, it
shaJj not be instituted in the principal court. Why

Mr. DAvims (P.E.I.)

should you not make a provision that, if a suit is
instituted in one district, it should not be insti-
tuted in another district ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I agree to that amend-
ment.

On section 11,
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.l.) Would it not be well to

give an alternative appeal direct to the Supreme
Court if desired ?

Mr. EDGAR. There is another appeal to the
Privy Council under the Imperial Act.

Mr. SKINNER. It ought to be defined if this
appeal to the Exchequer Court is to be to the Ex-
chequer Court of the Doninion, or if it neans such
an Exchequer Court as we have in New Brunswick.

Sir JOHN THIOMPSON. Thatquestion issettled
by the second section of the Act, which says the
Exchequér Court of Canada is the one referred to.
This clause nay stand.

On section 13,
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) It night be desirablethat

the fées should be submitted to Parliainent for
approval.

Mr. EDGAR. Under section 24 of the Imperial
Act, the fees have to be subnitted to the Governor
in Council and the Iimperial authority for approval.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. There is a provision
in the present Exchequer Act, that all rules mad1e
by that court shall be laid on the Table of the House
withini a certain nunber of days after the session,
and that will cover this case.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) I think the 24th section
only refers to those rules, which require the approval
of Her Majesty in Council.

On sub-section d, of section 14,
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I wish to propose an

amendmnent to section 14 as sub-section 2, to this
effect:

That the Governor in Council may, from time to time,
change the limits of any aduiralty district, create new
districts, and assign thereto the names and places of
registry.
Ve want to give new names to the districts as

well. At present there is a district for Quebec,
and it may be desirable to have a district in Mon-
treal.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). That is taking power
to alter by Order in Council?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Take, for instance, a
case in Nova Scotia. At present the Nova Scotia
registry is in Halifax, but if it should be necessary
to make another admiralty district, it would be de-
sirable that we should give to it the chief registry.

On section 15,
Mr. EDGAR. What is the particular difficulty

requiring it to stand in that shape?
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. At present, you will

renember, it is a maritime court of Ontario, and
we want to change its name and cal it-the Toronto
district, in order that the other districts now pre-
sided over by surrogate judges may be constituted
apart.

Mr. EDGAR. Does the hou. gentleman know
how many surrogate judges have been actually
appointed ?
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