
REPORTS AND NO>TES OF CASES.

on the other lîand, coiitends that, although lie undoubtedly
mig-lit, resort f0 the Exehequer Court, yet this court lias a con-
current jurisdiction iii ail cases of negligence resulting in col-
lision in inland waters. Lt is souglit to renew the ancient and
at one timie bitter contro-versy between flic Admiralty and Coin-
mon Law Courts.

In the Fourth Institute. c. '22, xviii be found, under the
head "Articuli Admiralifafis,'' the complaint of the Lord Ad-
mirai of England to the King's maost excellent Majesty against
the Judgcs of flic Reamn concerning prohibitions granted to the
Court of Admiralty, and the ansýwers of the Judges to such
complaint. ... ord Coke triumpliantiy vîndicates the
exclu-Sive jurisdiction of flic Common Law Courts in a]1 sucli
cases, and the right to.prohibit the encroachmnents of the "4Ad-
inirail. "

And sec flie statufes 2 Ilen. IV. c. Il and 15 R. Il. c. 3.
Story, in his judgncnt in the -celebrated case of De Lovie

v. Boit (1815), 2 Gallison 398, defends thc jurisdiction of the
Admirai. . . . It is important to note fliat Sfory dlaims no
more for the Maritime Courts than concurrent jurisdiction with
the Common Law Courts.

8tory 's jiudgment, though at first itot universally accepfed,
is iiow generally regarded as au amtboritatiive e-xpoýi tion ofthfe
Iaw 111)01 the whole subject. Twe;mfy.seven years lafer. iii JIal
v. l1'asminygtoi, 2 Sfcr-y 176i. lie reafir ms wliat is stafed in the
vah-ier case. T1'le mmost learmîed aîmd 1iodîl1e crifieis:ul is l)roimably
to be found in the jud--menf or i, ,Jtstice .Johnson, 12 Wheafon
611 ; I)ut tlie point there iii eonfroversy is far reiaovcd from thaf
flow befoire me.

Statutes were f rom tiine to time passed iu England enlarg-
1n flcAmrly jurisdliction ; but, throughouf, te concurren

(o0m111101 iaw jurisdiction, s.:mve as to occurrences on the high seas,
\vas alwa.s rccogiized. These statufes mnwx be found collected
Ù1i fli preface to thc I sf editioii. reprinted i n the 3rd edifion, of
lPiitciard 's Adiiralty Digest, land iii the introduction fo
lloseoe's Admiralty Liaw.

In Ontario flic High Court was given ail the Iurisdicfion
1)ossessed by the Courts of Comînon Law in England on the Sth
day of December, 18-89. Sec- the Judicature Act, R.S.O. 1887
C. 51, s. 25. This .iurisdicf ion h-as been now vesfcd in flic
Suprcmne Court of Ontario, R.S.O. 1914, c. 56, s. 3.

Before the 5th Dccmber, 1859. thc lrniralty jiiriý,dicfion


