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JUDICIAL REFORM.

Ba’fht,e mt?etings of the General Council of the
o 0 dl.SC\'lSB suggestions for judicial reform
ow gratifying signs of vitality. It is to be
hoped-they may have influence to arrest the
t:‘tltentmn of Ministers sufficiently to make
ar:ima llllrde\:stand the importance of the subject,
the & :tx; eciate the certain inconveniences of
ment mq:;‘ We all know that every move-
o at abnormally constituted institu-
i 8 popular government, is more or less
2:““0:“_3; l.)ut those who seek for the honours
OOrx:es :3 :ilife should remember that there is a
% be zx“ 0g duty—noblesse oblige. It is not
all tho Il):c!;ed that the Attorney General, with
hands, gl leor cares of adwministration on his
of the, y :m‘d attempt to work out the details
great in"Y important reforms deranded by the
but he sh:als; of legal business in Montreal,
amt!ndmen‘: name a commission to draw the
cessary to 8, and 'he should find the time ne-
the ey make himself perf'ectly familiar with
change :s for and against any proposed
then i!;trod measure 8o prepared should be
?YOperl)v : luced, Afld if the commissioncrs be
with in t:ihected, it would probably be dealt
politica] € _House of Assembly as a non-
an unpaiguestlonl. 'In propusing a commission,
missions commission is intended. Paid com-
They are ;l'e z}lmost always turned into jobs.
f the ﬁttu‘ec.ed to the most eager rather than
sionereh eStI persons. Ths unpaid commis-
seal, T :s will not 'be.run after with indeceat
they sho lree commissioners are enough, and
ity Th\: d all be residents of the ssme local-
the Balar; whole cost of the thing would be
printin es‘of one or two clerks, and a little
have it,g' Such a commission could easily
A report ready for the 1st of March.
Cor‘lmhji;‘“ggustions already made by the General
dirertiog are' for the most part in the right
very vall- l‘he;‘ recognize w principle that is
move, lllablc in all. wholesome progressive
tendon ﬁn 8, and that is to avoid revolutionary
legal cies. The great object in dealing with
Procedure is to seek to simplify rather

than to hurry. While it is perfectly true that
every legal delay so .far defeats the abstract
idea of justice, it is against the nature of legal
proceedings to be very expeditious. Time must
be given to both parties to state their case, and
opportunity must be given to the judge to be-
come acquainted with the matter. It is as
absurd to suppose that a judge can be ready for
each case at a given moment a8 to expect that
each traveller is to find a train ready to start
at the instant he desires to move. Vis inertiz,
the most formidable force of parliamentary
governments, is alone responsible for our diffi-
culties. The number of judges of the higher
courts of law here, is considerably in excess of
the requirements of the country, the distribu-
tion of their work is ridiculous. Here, then, is
a point for wholesome change and reform.

The General Council has wisely rejected the
idea of altering the one judge system and of
doing away with the Court of Review. Any
one who can count his fingers and thumbs
must be able to assure himself that the aboli-
tion of the Court ot Review means the blockade
of the Court of Appeals. Curious to say, after
twice rejecting the proposition to do away with
Review, the Council passed a resolution -to
allow appeal from the confirmatory judgment
in Review. This looks as if the practitioner’s
love of a multiplicity of appeals had a dis-
turbing influence on the deliberations of the
Council.

The rejection of so much of Mr. White's
motion as proposed to make the quorum in
appeal four, and in case of equal division to
make it a confirmation of the judgment appeal-
ed from, is unfortunate. It is the true juridical
idea. The decision in first instance should
count for something, and the hostility to the
rule advocated by Mr. White is not the out-
come of reason. It is the gporting notion
which prevails, ©to start with equal chances.”
But the doctrine of chance does not fairly
apply.

Again, trampiog the Court of Review about
to Three Rivers and St. Francis, may suit the
convenience of lawyers practising in these
places, but it is not for the general advantage.
It will only serve to delay the business of the
Court, and waste the time of the Judges.

The least commendable of the suggestions

was proposed by Mr. Pagnuelo, secquded by



