
TUEF SUPREME COURT OP JUDICATURE BILL-JUTRIES.

tablished.-Lord Romilly censidered the
Bill1 was the first whici effectually grap-
piedl with the ovils which had. te be re.
rnedied, and hie would, thereforo, give his
cordial vote in its faveur. Ho, neverthe-
less, did net cencur in that part cf the
measure which retained the j urîsdiction cf
tic lieuse cf iLords in appeais frein Scot-
landi and lreland, nor did hoe approve tic
propositien tiat there should be ne appeal
front thc new court to tic lieuse cf Lords,
fer in cases cf peciiliar difficulty it was
somnetimes desirable to have a secend ap-
peal, and the second appeal, if it siould
bo allowed, ougit te be made te tie
lieuse of Lords, which had the advantage
of being composed cf a mixture of legal
men and laynien.-Lerd Salisbury hopcd
tic Lerd Chanceller would serutinize
most carefully those parts of tie Bill whose
abject was te fuse tegether the Courts cf
ILaw and lEquity, for hoe feared that the
IBil as at present framed woulel dîvide
thoea by as broad a lineocf demarcation as
at present. With regard te tic jurisdic-
tien cf the leuse cf Lords, lie was cein-
pellod te confess that it appeared te him
impossible that tbings could remain as at
presenit, 'but lie tlicught the proposed. ncw
Court cf Appeal wculd bunefit as well as
the Legislature if the members cf the
Appeal Court were made peers, witi the
right te sit and vote in IParliament. lic
regretted the exclusion cf any appeals,
and especially cf eclesiastical appeals
fromn the new court-Tie Lord Chancelier
expressed is satisfaction et the manner
in xvhich the IBill had been received. lie
acknowledgcd, that valuable suggestions
had beon thrown eut, aud they weuld
recei ve due consideratien ; but it must be
berne in mimd that in a process cf transi-
tien it was necessary to move by practie-
able steps, and avoid passing from anc
-systein te anotlier with a violence which
would prevent success. lic showod, by
reference te varieus clauses cf the Bill1,
tiat the statement that thc provisions cf
thc Bill would give te tic sevoral divisions
cf thc court separate and distinct juris-
dictions was incorrect. Wirh regard te
thec appellate ccurt, it had been suggested
thiat ecclesiastical appeals sheuld be sub-
ject te its jurisdiction, and, if their Lord-
slips concurred in the proposais, lie should
have ne objection te its adoption. is
reason for rctaining tic jurisdictien cf the
lieuse cf Lerds in the case cf Scotch and

Irish appeals was, because there might be
serious constitutional objections to the
transference of those appeals to an Eng-
lish Court created by Act cf Parliainent.
If the new court cf appeal should recom-
mend itself te the Scotch and Irish people,
a further development cf the mneasure
iniglit be looked forward te in course cf
tinie.-Law Times.

i URIE.

Mr. J. W. Erle, associate in the Court
cf Common Pleas, has sent te the Timesc~
some observations on the Juries Bill; and,
as our readers arc aware, ne man is more
capable cf dealinge with the subjeet. The
points dîscussed by Mr. Erue are the
number of jurers and the qjuestion cf
unanimity. MTe are pleased te observe
that there is a substantial agreement be-
tween the vicws cf Mr. Erle and the
views we latcly set forth.

Mr. Erle argues for the reduction cf
the niumber cf j urers fromi twelvc to ciglit,
rnainly on the score cf convenience. lie
shows by reference te the early history cf
juries, that there were reasens for the
larger number that ne longer exist. The
functions cf a j urer were different te what
thcy now arc, lie was not exclusivcly or
principally the j udge cf the facts, but hoe
was a witness on the trial, and ecd j urer
CCwas advisedly selected. and sumumoned
as havîng a personal knowledge cf the
facts in dispute." -Under suci circum.-
stances, it was desirable te have as many
jurers as could. convcnicntly be brought
tegether; but new, wheu tic jurer is net
a witness, but only a judge of the fact, it
is desirable te have as few jurers as will
insure an acceptable verdict. Will net
tic opinien cf elgit or seven mea upon
evidence tiat has been rcviewed by ceun-
sel and reviewed by the judge, ho satis-
factery l

IBut Mr. lErle dees net advoeate a re-
duction in the number cf jurors because
hie abjects te twelve, or because hie hais
any special liking for eight. If we had
an abundant supply cf jurers, we appre-
hend that Mr. lErle weuld net ask for a
change. It happons, however, that the
supjily of j urors is inadequate te tic de-
mand, and the duty has become a sericus
tax upon the time cf merchants, shep-
keepers, and other busy men. Se groat
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