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reprobation almost universallT man ifested ait
the act, will for the future prevent political
intrigues from culminétting in judicial declen-
sions. We know of no precedent to fit this
case, though possibly one might be found in
the United States, but Ileaven forbid that
we should seek for one there,; any analogy
from miscalled precedents in En 'gland is against
such a stop. These mnay perhaps be corisidered
in a future nuinher.

LAW REFORM.*
It is almost impossible to take up any

journal, wbether lay or legal, without finding
somewhore in it a reference to the topie
which we have placed at the hecad of th is
article. The alterations which have taken
place in English law~ within the last few ivears
have been ticithier few nor small, yet they
seemn to be but shadovs, of comning changes of
far wider scope and consequence. Uniques.
tionably, there is in the legal cîrcles of the
niotiier country a strong tendency towards
the codification of the laws; we thiinlç it
needs no great wisélom to prediet that this
will be a resuit, the accomplishment of which
is no more than a question of time. Probably
before this consunmation is rcacbed, there
will be many intermediate changes and modi-
fications of the existing system, such, for
instance, as are forcshadowed in Sir John Cole-
ridge's address at the Social Science Congress.
By these the various branches of the law in
the matter of evidence, of commercial law, of
real property 1zw, and the like, will be syste.
matized by way of codification. By process
of complote codification the principles of law
wilI bo more or less; changced: matters doubt-
fui will be redluccdi to ccrtainty ; harsh rules
will hc mollified by direct enactmnent ; consis-
tency and logical development will supersede
the disjointed and anomalous conglomeration
of case-inade law.

But in the immediate future, perhaps, there
is no more pressing question than that of uni-

*Wr e nripe ihaxre in inserting this article, front
the Pen of a valol ,î'îlîîîicntrihutor. ne exp)res9ses
lis views ciecui.ytl( md i ,si but wiist WCe admît tis, we
cannot Say that lie lias vonvineet uis that the iractice iii
Chaîîcery aijotti 1.1evail. iii case of a fusion, uver that at
Law. We are flot yeýt lie: arcd to beure- that ttc(mn
mon Law Pmmedmire %et i., iîîfmrior to the ever elianmjn
orders of the uouirt of climncery, as a hasis uof IPrucemiure.
And witiîout gmiig into a furtiier imus<net prpseiit, it
ist an ite.1m foi, onsidJeration tintt the jractiee under the
C. L. P. A<t is ilire fainiliar ivilli tir p)rofession at large
than the other, and eouid, as is heliived by mnaîy go<id
judges, more easily he adaptemi to tte future requireinents
of the country, tuais tte practîre of' equity ;but we wiii
flot spotil a goui cause by a brier notice of' ufly a few uof
the arguments wlîich îîîay be aridued in favor of' the
opinion whicls serins to us tic soundest.--Enî. C. L.. J

formity of curial procedure, and, coupled with
this, the re-adjustment of the jurisdiction of
the courts, so that any person who bas a
valid eause of action, whether legal or equit.
able, or both, may obtain an adjudication of
lus case upon the merits, without being driven
from*i one court to another, on technical objec-
tions to the j îurisdiction.

In tlîis Province tiiere has been a graduai
assimilation of the practice iii the coiurts of
law and equiity. This is especially noticcable
in the mo)de of tî'yiuîg causes by the Court of
Chancery under the circuit system, wherc the
evidence is given vi a voce in open court, the
case arguied at once and disposed of by the
judge, just as in Nisi Prius cases, wvherc a jury
i.g not asked for. So in tic establishnment of
local offices to facilitate the transaction of
equity work, the Court of Chaucery in Ontario
bias dcparted widely from Enigli>;h precedent,
though it bas actod in conformnhy with the
common law mode of distributing business.
As regards the jurisdiction of the courts:
wben une looks at the Common Law Procedure
Act, arîd observes in bow many ponts the
systcms of law and equity touch, and wben
one looks at the reports, and observes in how
many cases litigant s have been prnîmidiced
because courts of law and equiitv have not;
had co-ordinte jurisdiction,-one cannot but
wishi that some sobeme were devised whîereby
the vexatious lines of demarcation îni.-Ct dis-
appear and (in the languago of a, woll-known,
pIcador, who now adornis the bcncb of one of
the common law courts) " the course of
justice flow unobstruncted."

The conditions for the successful consum-
mation of sncb a plan are more favourable ia
Ontario thari in England. Besides the present
siînilarity of procedure, to which we have ad-
verted, whicb doos not obtain in the English
courts, we have uuot the numnorous, well-
disciplined, and devoted Chancory and Com-
mon Law Bir, wbich iu England is powerful
enough to delay tne adoption of changes,
benêficial to the piublic, thoughi conceived to
be dotrimental to the privileged few.

Tiiere are two modes whereby the injustice
to suitors which 'vo bave indicated may be
remedied. The first is to Ibave things as they
now are in respect to jurisdiction anîd proce-
dure, and to confer upon the superior courts,
by statute, the power to transfer causes from
ouue court to the other, so that a conimon law
cause of action which. has strayed into Chan-


