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FLOTSAM AND JrTSAM.

FLOTSAM AND JETSAM.

nogc:m-END-a-mds us the following laudatory
i of a citizen of Siorm Lake City in lowa,
Pubiished in 5 newspaper theve, :
n.e‘." field of thouglit for some of o
titioners in the country whereliti
:_speci,ally about Christinas time
‘:ons‘ Wight Le expected 10 be in demand —
) l.\h'- Chamberin is oue of Stortu Lake’s oldest
;‘::::Il:, llavixxg located here even lfefore the
woﬂ: town site was planted. He'is a hard
F and has buil

and bugipess,
abiligieg

It opiens up a
ur young prac-
gation is slack,
'8, when “no-

t up an extensive practice
He is a young man of good
recont] ill)ll(.ilwm succeed.in the \\:urld .He has
i ‘awy u; t a large oﬂ‘xce', and in addition to
port; ﬂl.u .msurunc.e business has fitted up a
'on of his room for the sale of nolions, &c.

¢ empluyg g clerk, Mr. Garrett, who will be

fo
m;l:“l_ ready to show customers what he Las for
Tue Loy

Seems o G AND SHORT OF .Ffjsro?:.—lt
“dicutm-d there l.s a grave®omission %u the
legal o .e .Act, which h_as beefl de'lm:tcd in the
ording, “:i,don the subeact ot. writs. To the
Pr0vi.ae{,vm. er.the Actof Parliament appears to
is yuy 'fl'ythlllg necessary. It presgnbx':s how
Dame of velcome .docu.ment is to begl‘u in the
estarin %ueen Victoria, and to end “'1t.}1 an at-
““gentl; ty the Lord Chauf'ellnr, al"ld in what
oy t;rms the threats in the mh.ldle are to
ing is sa{: . Iiut., by astl'nnge.oversilght noth-
The ol o on the uupor.tzmt point of its shape.
althoup ninon !aw writ, a8 m‘ost people know,
informi‘isome might be unwilling to confess the
the 4tlon, wa.s a long slip of parchment with
ung  letter”  written longwise
diguity " l'l‘!lose who hf%ve ever reached. tllxe
Chaueer ‘f]‘:"g served with a copy of a hill in
prisonnl:’l\:l remember that the menace of im-
ppearn lll and‘othcr horrible penalties which
ten the shp‘?n 1t were couveyed by words writ-
Was g g mc”‘l:' way O‘f the paper. Here, then,
and ('Omm: )L It Is trae that the Chancery
Mergeq iutn aw officials are now, in theory,
tbandan ito one ;.but to ask either. body to
Would be ths peculiar m.ode of writing writs
¢ same as asking a soldier to give up

€ hanney ;| .
would | nder which he fights.

is n

* threate
&cragg it.

To give way

Artow, op ¢
allegorigay me

he officialg
Woulg rather
offi¢j
to se

1at equity is broad, or some other
aning hidden andeyr these symbols.
are gailant gentlemen, and they
alg l'EDlld(:'t‘:c 'lll\t,, A]Fcordin.gl_v, Clmm‘cry
al tho \;,] . ungtualuul \\'I‘lts,. “.“d ref‘use
latitudiml \; ) i e'(,omnmu Law officials reject

s with equal seorn,  Some mur-

%, perhaps, to admit that Common Law -

muring, no doubt, has taken place among law-
yers who have not mastered the distinction, and
even the words * red tape ” and ** the difference
between tweedledum and tweedledee ™ have been
heard ; but this is mere ignorance. It is re-
markable that neither Lord Selborne nor Lord
Cuirns appreviated the diffi-ulty.  Great enter-
prises have often been foiled by a hiteh in a
matter of detail, and the fusion of Law and
Equity seems endangered unless something can
be done. The Chancery officials cannot be ex-
pecteld to adopt the practice of Commou Law,
nor wice versa. The only thing possible is a
compromise ; and if an order of the Supreme
Court, or, better still, an Order in Council or an
Act of Pariiament, were to provide that writs
shall be written diagonally across the paper,
perhaps the long and the short of the matter
might be arranged by a mutual concession.—
Hour.
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“Phe common law svstem of special
pleading,” said the late Mr. Justice Grier,
* matured by the wisdom of ages, founded
on principles of truth and souud reason,
has been ruthlessly abolished in wany of
our states, who lLave rashly substituted in
its place the suggestion of sciolists,
who invent new codes aud systems of
pleadings to order.  But this attenupt to
abolish all species and establish a single
genus, is found to be beyond the power
of the legislative omniputence. The
result of these experiments, so far as they
have come to our knowledge, has been to
destroy the certainty and simplicity of all
pleadings, and introduce on the record an
endless wrangle in writing, perplexing to
the Court, delaying and impeding the
administration of justice.”  AcFanl v.
Rumsey. 20 Howard, 523. Aund in a
later case the same learned judge observed :
“ It is no wrong or hard=hip to suitors
who come to the courts for a remedy, to
be required to do it in the mode estab-
lished by law. State legislatures may
substitute, by codes, the whims of sciolists
and inventors for the experience and wis-
dom of ages; but the success of these
experiments is not such as to allure the
Court to follow their exaunple. It any
oue shonld be curious on this subject, the
cases of Rundon v. Toby, 11 Howard,
517; of Benuett v. RButterworth, 11
Howard, 669 ; of McFuul v. Rumsey, 20
Howard, 523, and Green v. Custurd, 23
Howard, 483, may be cousulted.”  Furuid
v. Lesson, 1 Black, 315.



