
y PREFACE TO HMT TOITIOM.

Writer to .l™rt « Bill •ont.ininu the propt-o,! «"';"''»;;:';^"

rni.iil.niit it tcp the Atto-neyn-tlenoral »nd the Bar Anno, m

Tot ofTll!. VftlZ'. Province, of Cnad., for the.r eon-ler-

'""."l h.,v.. th.' h.-nnur. thprofor.-, to enclo.e you « copy of

tho«, M^^on. of the Bill in which "-c .mendmentj. .ppeBr.

icZpanicd l.y .m oxpl.n»tory note pointmR o,.t the altera-

iinn« maile anil (tivinu reaimiia theretor.

"tw «im ( f the writer haa been to xmf auch clear and

„rMl ,Zml i . deflning the Courf. juriadietion, that an

rnlnTavhe put. «" far n« po"»ihle, to the numeroUH motion.

trnS which heretofore have been made at nearly every

rim of "l
'

CoHrt; an.l at the »«me time to «v"..l ""y
«;j^

JeTtion of an attempt to ext-nd the jur.«l.ction of the Court

Keyond hetoundarie, which parliament taelf ha. .ntended

to nlace y it. le^ialation, except where the amendment, are

Iibvi'lly de.ir«ble and have been .uggcated by member, of

"'^"";h:lX*ple.?ed'to have - our.view upon the pr„po.ed

nmendment. at your earlie.t ec^enienee.

In the explanatory note which accompanied the letter it

was said ;

—

"The extent of the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court

haa proved a fruitful subject of litiRation, and notwith.tanrt-

inp firmanv deei.ion. of the Court upon the «,ct.on, of the

.tatutc. dealinK with thi. question, the number of motion, to

n«n"h for want of jurisdiction appears to Rrow rather than

decrease a. the years go by.
^ . u

•'Indeed, during the la.t ten years there have been a«

mnny motions to quash appeals in the Supreme Court for

want of jurisdiction a. arc found in the twenty years pre-

ecdinir Leaving out of consideration those cas« m which

the motions to quash fiave failed, no less than fifty case, of

appeal, quashed for want of jurisdiction are to be found in

the official reports of the Court since 1893.

"The reason for this is obvious, when we examine criti-

inllv the section, of the Act dealing with jurisdiction. We
find there a great lack of precision in the exprea.<iion of the

mind of Parliament, and the sections are so ill-arranged that

even after a very careful and minute examination it is often

difficult to detennine whether the case is appealable or not.

"In the decisions we frequently find the .ludcres them-

selves divided in opinion with respect to the jurisdiction of


