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It was ordcred that paragraph 4 Of the Report Of the Special Coînm11ittee
on Fusion, etc., and the foregoing resolutionn, be referred to a special coin.
rnittee cnnposed of Messrs. McCarthy, Watsoni and Aylesworth, with a
request to report to Convocation on Friday, the 9th inst., and that suig-
gestions should be added of the most convenient rnethod of settling the
order of the business at the sittings, including the perenmptory list.

Mr. Martin gave notice that lie would on Friday, î6th inst, Move thrat
the tees of stenographers and cost of copies of evidence be reduced.

Frîtsy J~ruiy 9h,1i994.
Prescrnt, the Treasurer, and Messis, Osier, Mdackelcani, iMoss, Barwick,

Magee, Idington, Britton, Shepley, Hoskin, Ritchie, Meredith, Riddcll,
McCarthy, and Watson.

Mr. Moss, frorn the 1,eg".1 Education Conirnittee, reported as follows
In the case of NIr. Charles F. E. Evans Lewis, uho was entered on the books ur

the Society as C. F. E. Evans, that hie is entitled tu be called tu the Bar and receive his
certificate of fitness.

The Report was adopted. and it w-as noted that Mr. Evans Lewis had
been entered as a student by the narne of E vans, a nd the Secretary was
directed to note the change of naie in the record of students.

Mr. Watson, front the Special Corinittee appointed on Tuesday, the
6th inst., ta whorm lad beeni referred the resolution of the judges and thie
resolutions with respect thereto, presented a Report as follows:

The conniîttae to whorn was refo'rred the resolution proposed by the judges with
reference to actions that should Ibe tried by a jury, and the resnlt.t ions of Convocation in
respect thereto, begs tu report that in the opinion of the conunfittea the views of Convo-
cation should ha embodied in a mnemorandum to hae cnmrmunicated to the.judfges, and
subiti for the approval of Convocation thea nccompanying document containing a suin-
maty of the views entertained by this body on the queNtion.

NIRMORANISUP- RESI'T(TIN< Tiie PROO5I) (CtANGIRS AS TO* ACTIONS TO 111-'tun
BYx AI 112kV.

Convocation has had undar consideration tise order which the judges of tise 1 ligh
Court propose tu enact mwizh reference to actions that should, in view of the changes that
have been unadaas to the sittinga of the courts, ha tried by a jury, and havifig given thte mat-
ter the best considaration in its power Convocation is apprehiensive that the limitation of
actions which it is proposed shouldi bc. tried with a jury wonuld not be round acceptable
aither to thr, profession or the putblic, and Convocation has heen unable to discover the
Rule or principla on which tisa proposael discrimination in the trial of actions has been
based.

It appears to the mambhers or Convocation that sortie actions which, in their opinion,
ought unguestionahly to ha round in the jury liiat, sucis as actions in which a crimin.al
charge is made against oine of the parties to the litigation, are not eînhraced in the list
contained in the proposad Rule - and Convocation has hean unable tu appreciate the
ressort why actions of collision-of that description nf actions of nagligence-shioulrl atone
ha tried by a jury, nor why actions against pisysiclans should ha includad amongst tisa jury
cases, wila actions against solicitorý and other profassional ment are left for trial without a
Jury. At the saine tina, it is only fuir to say that wlsile unahle to approve of the aîncnd-
ments suggested Convocation lias found it difficult, if not impossible, t0 fornîulate any
scharne mWhîch woul flot be open to tha saine class of objection% as; thosa that occur lu
Convocation as furnisising reasons why the proposetl change shotilî not be made. It has
therafor-! heen deemed hetter for the prasent, at ail evants, to adserc tu thse exîsting Lmw
and practice raspec.ting thse nuetiso of trial,save as to the practice as to the turne whén the
daetermiration of the question how an action should be triad, tisat is, witb or without a
jury, sisould ha disposed of.

In view of tisa alteration which bas alzaady bean adopted la the sittings of thc
courts, it is tisought by Convocation that itlai of tise utmost imiportance, in ordar that the
new system 5hould have a fair chasice of success, that the question as to whether a ca-îe


