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onîci 'll the case of .Reddick v. The Saugeen Mu tuai Insitrance Comp~any (Ib. 5o6),
oper we find that no Iess than nine pages are occupied with a statement of the plead-
s ub - ings and facts. Two pages at the utmost should surcly have sufficed for ail thi s,
that the facts being fully stated in thc judgment of the couTrt.
the Then take the case of Cameroli v. Gameron (1b. 561). In this case the undis-

puted facts were that a conveyance had been made by.the defendants to the
Ces-p lai ntiffs, under a rnutual misapprehension of the facts, and wvithout any fraud or

ti to dcceit practised by the defendants upon the plaintiffs. The only parts of thc
the judgmcnt necessary to report ivere those portions showing the lav to be, that as

1 011long as contracts entered into under a mutual misapprehension of facts are
executory, such contracts cannot bcecnforced, even in the absence of fraud or

of doceit; but wvhen the transaction is consummated, as in this case, by the execu-
lui tion and delivering of the coriveyance, the parties must be lcft to their right as

the defined by the conveyance itsclf. Lt wvas well that the rcported judgment should
point out the difference between these twvo states of facts, referring in the one case

h.Mt to those cases that dcfine the rights of the parties in the case of executory agree-
the mer and those cases which define the righits of the parties where a conveyance

~edlias actually been delivercd, but no other portions of the judgment are of any
eo aictual interest to the profession.

bt, In England the reports of cases in the Court of Appeal*are very much more
0 Ïn numerous than the reports of cases in the Divisionai Courts and before single
lit, judges. In this Province the reverse is the case. 0f course cases that indicate

ù- 11 judicial opinion in regard to statute Iaw, even in the first instance, should be
7) omewhat fully reported ; but as cases of magnitude and doubtful law usually
~refind their way to the Court of Appeal, it is obvions that many of themn are

tlenedesl rcported in the lower courts. The reports of our Court of Appeal
are too full, and much might bc eliminated in the direction I have pointed out.

of In short, 1 believe that too rnany cases are reported, and that the reports
ve themnselves are unduly long. The re-.nedy for ail this is in the hands of the pro-

fession, or rather of the Law Society which represents them.
n No doubt it is much casier to give the judgment of the judges precisely as

he delivered, and to detail the facts, pleadings and arguments of counisel from the
r- j s tatement of the judge, or from the briefs of cou nsel, and thus avoid a good deal

c of the labour ivhich a critical condensation and arrangement of the case, such as
s, 1 have suggested, involves. But if the reports are to be made what they oughit

to be, this labour must niot be shirked.
îî. There are practical difficulties in the wvay of iniprovement in the lines

e indicated, but they should as far as possible be ove-come. This can oniy be
donc by more time and thought being devoted to the reports, and by the help

e ~ of the judges themnselves. It may be that this increascd responsibility cannot
- reasonably bcecxpected to be assumed by the reporters at their prescrit salaries ;

t and we must remnember that in England there are, wve believe, two editors ana
d somte thirty reporters, but something should bc done in the premnises. At least
s .'ýt it bc understood that the profession desire a more careful selection of the
f cases to be reported, and a freer hand in striking out unnecessary matter.

LEtýx.


