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view discusses this aubject vý. dh much originality and vigour.
We quote as follows':

"The a im of ail judicial systeni should be the adjustment and
maintenance of principles of Iaw and proeedure, and their pro-
per application to the facts of given cases. The judiciary are
the arbiters in the settiement of disputed questions of Iaw, and
it is through.the judiciary that principles of inherent right and
justice and equity are vindicated according to the new and
fluctuating conditions of government and society; and it is this
that has gained for the judiciary in ail civilised countries publie
confidence and respect. Lawyerai it is weIl known, disagree.
This ie but natural, however, when one considerB the personal
motive and keen professional interest excited in behaif of one's
client, for the lawyer is but tliu champion of the cause which he
advocates. On the other hand a judge stands indifferent, raised
aloof from the influence of poerty interest, as the arbiter of right
and justice. Ris duty it is, irrespective of personal inclination
or prejudice, or the ehortgonxings of any particular individnal,
te analyse principles of law in their primitive and fundamental
aspect and apply those principles to the facts before him. It is
the duty of judges to be so impartial as te be net only willing
but ever ready to change an impression that ay be erroneous;
te, be willing te be convinced that they may be wrong. It
ià the duty of judges to agree and flot to disagree; it la their
duty te be united and net disunited; it ie their duty te be bar-
monieus and not acriflionious; it is their duty te render judg.
inents that the wisdorn of'the xnajority ehould make final and
conclusive when the consensus of judicial authority outweighs
their individual opinion. Judges should be independent, fear-
leus and unbiassed, but theyshould not; be obstînate. Tenacity
of purpose and principle is one thing, but tenacity of will that
blockn the whcels of justice and brings judicial learning and
authority into centempt, i@ quite a different matter.

The tendenoy of dissenting opinions is to bring unrest and
doubt not only in the minds of the legal profession but among
the public. Certainty of the law is the life of the lew, and where


