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cognized place. They sigli for a code, to
whose procrustean sections they may refer
every complicated, knot in human affaire for
solution. Failing this, they wouid disentangle
every such kuot by an appeai to first princi-
pies only, not also by researches into the
manner in which deft fingers have before un-
twisted similar strands. We shrewdly suseczthe majority of sucli objectors are not gife
with that faculty so useful to the workingr
lawyer, a mernory for cases, and that their
want of this faculty lias much to do with the
vehemence with which they disparage it. Be
this as it may, it is certain that the law cf
Engiand is, and wili long continue to be,
based on a respect-for precedent, that is, pre-
vious decisions. For instance, the works of
eminent writers on the law are often referred
to i agmet as throwing liglit upon the
subjc fr the Court; b ut the opinion cf
any such writer is as dust in the balance
against the weiýht which the Court will attri-
bute to the decision of a Court of co-ordinate

uisiction, provided it is unreversed and can
beappeale frorn. In the ianpuage of Chief
Baron Pollock, 'The rule is tis: that where-
ever thero is a decision of a Court cf concur-
rent jurisdiction, the other Courts wilI adopt
that as the busis of their decision, provided it
can be appealed from. If it cannot be ap-
pealed from, then they will exercise their own
judgment.'

Such being the respect paid by our law to
authority, one cf the chief matters into which
our Courts inquire, in ail questions of law
which corne befor them, is whether or not
the point at issue lias been before decided in
a manner which. is binding.upon the Court
where it is now mooted. If it bas, the pint
is said to be concluded by authority, andfthe
Court gives judgment accordingly.

The labours, then, cf the law reporter net
only furnish the chief staple of 1i.rensic argu-
ment, but upon them mainly hinges ail judi-
cal deterniination. Whence iL iobvious that
it is cf the highest importance to the com-
munity at large that the law reports should
be accurate and authentie; also, that they
should be published with ail possible expedi.
tion. The present system cf reporting is
charged with a failure to secure these desirable
resuits. Accuracy and authenticity, it is
said, are rendered impossible both by the
number of rçports cf the samne cases and the
inethod by whch they are produced. Judges
are enabled to disclaim, having used the ex-
pressions attributed to them, and no one canL
predicate whether they wili follow this, that,
or any version.

Those who thus condemn the present systeni
have a panacea to suggest for ail its alleged
mischiefs. The State, say they, is bound to,
take the duty. cf law-reporting, upon herself.

Let, therefore, a staff cf barristers be appoint-
ed for each Court, as its officiai reporters,
with fixed salaries, paid by the country; and
let them give up private practice at the bar,
devoting theinseives entireiy to their officiai
duties. Let there be some revision cf the re-
ports which they draw up, before publication,
whether b*y the judges cf the Court, or by a
permanent board, to be appointed as editors.
Let the judges revise ail judgments which are
to go forth under the sanction cf their names;
and let thein deliver none but written judg-
mente in ail cases, as is now the praclice cf
the judges cf the Roman rota, and of our
-own judges in India. Let the Courts aliow
only the officiai reports to be cited as authiori-
tative and authentic. Let a complete report
cf each decision be publishied, written, at
most, three months after the Court pronounces
it, and a short abstract of it be issued by the
reporters at an even earlier period. Let,
lastiy, the price cf the Reports be sucli as to
bring them within the reach cf the most
moderate means.

Many, on the other hand, take exception to
these proposais. In their opinion, the system
now prevailing best *secures faithful and im-
partial reports. Nescdt vox mis8a revea-ti as
now uttered by the judges in the ears cf in-
dependent chroniclers: if revocable after utter-
ance, would it not cultivate an animus reve-
tendi ? Again some, at ail] events, of a
multitude cf independent chroniclers mnuet
chronicie ariglit; aIl cf à, paucity cf officiai
chroniclers may cften chronicle wrongly. In.
dolence, distaste, and carelesness are ever
plants cf rapid growth in an officiai bosom;
and can suc h pats put forth heaithful printed
leaves?

For our own part, we doubt wbether the
discrepancy cf the reports, as at present com.
piled, interYeeis not mucli exaggerated. That
they necessarily vary greatiy in precision and
completenees muet be admitted. The ad-
vantages cf a single authentic version, pre-
pared by gentlemen in whomn the profesion-
and therefore the public--could feel con-
fidence, wouid be undeniably great. We
doubt: however, whether reporters ouglit net
to remamn, as at present, independent cf the
control cf judges; and we should assuredly
hesitate long before approving their conversion
inte mere officiais, debarred from that private
pratice which is not only their best teacher,
but their strong incentive te excellence. (Re-

porters have often been eievated te, and
proved distinguished ornaments cf the Bench.
We may instance the naines cf Jervie, Cress-
weil, Aiderson, amongst the Past; cf Crompten
and Blackburn amongst present Judqes. A1so
Sir C. H. Scotiand, Chief Justice cf Madras.)
Again, it appears te us that the business cf tbe
Courts could' scarce]y be carricd on, were-
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