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by the judges a.dopting the rule that only an tanequal number
of judges shall hold sittings, and the. evil. if it be ome, wouldl
net be reinoved oy adding to their nunibers.

There is, however, in the opinion of your Comuniittee sorne-
thing tÀu be said in faveur of giving representation on the
Suprerne Court te tbe Prairie Provinces, a-3 long, at least, as
geogra.phical distinctions are recognized. In view of the
dliyersity of laws and practice ini t.he dMfrent provincee, it is
perhaps an advantage te have representatives, il net from each.
pmivince, at least froni eaeh group of provinces, so ams to asaiît
the eourt in ascertaininig tlie custorns and praeltic.v of tacli par.
tieular centre of litigation. In that vew the mniddle west, mhich,
furnxishe, a considerable quantity of litigation pending before
the Supreine Court, would eertainly be entitled te as much re-
presentatioîî .9, pr'ovin~es which have hitherto sccured repre-
sentatien and( which adîinitt«dly have fewer caseýi before t.huit
court.

3. Should the renderinje of one bi(igm(unt as., the judgrnent of
the C'ourt înstead of individual juclgicntt; be adoptt;(i Y

On this question the opinion of >pour Uomrnittee is divideil.
The majorit-y hold the view lhat it would lie dangorous to sup
pre,ýs dlissenting opinions a.t.ogethier aà this %vould tond te givvo
deeisions rendcered by i bare nikjwrity a Ricthioum appea.ranrtý
of unaniînity and stren.gth which really des- not belong to
theni. Se far as the îîîajority of your Comrnittee know tlls
lias flot been 1-ie practic( in any of the Eniglsh and Americali
courts. The in.stance giv'on of the Privy Cotincil rendering a
single judgnient without any dissenting opinions cannot be
regavdeýI aes being in point. becamso the I>rivy Couneil is not,
st.rictl-y speaking, a court of law, but a ('ommiittee whieh inakes
a report toe lC ('rwn. In the lH'use of Lords, which deals xwith.
appeal.s frei the Britihi Isies, ail the opinions of the Law Lords
a1fe iivîi in e.rtersa. 1>sil eomda ight be adepted of

having the jildgrnent of the majority delivered by one of the
judgPs, and the opinion of the minority hy onep of the dissenterg.
Tri; w'ould ccrtainly be a boo)n te I he profession and wvou1d re-
dluce t1le volume ef the report-4 vers' com.iderably. it is subaxit.
10(1, hiowever, that Vhsm imist be, left t&, the good sense and in-
itiative of the judges thlerselves, ind that the adoption of imy
lbard anîd fîi.st rule in this regard wuîuld be undegirable.


