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tive autliority of some of the subor-
"dinate bodies has not been exceeded.
"For the supreme severeign authority is
"always obiiged to allow the authority of
"its subordinates to be questioned, [n
"some form. or other,byjudicial authority,
"[n order to keep up a check on their
"usurpation of power ; thougli sometimes
"[t resorts to that highiy uusatisfacto-ry
"expedient for getting eut of the diffi-
"culty-an. exs po8t facto ratification of
"acts wiceh are admittcdly illegal."

The second arises frein that dangerons
kînid of private legisiation which. is ex-
emplified in the tamous Goodhue case.
The opinions of the learnedl judges in
appeai, particuiarly that of Draper, C. J.,
the head of the Court, fully illustrate
the evil of interineddling wvith the testa-
mentary disposit ions of perseus deceased
regarding their property. lIt was but
lateiy that we noticed one of the spright-
iest judgmruens ever deiivered by IBaron

lBramnwel], wherein hie makes a shrewd
thrust at the Court of Clancerxr. Hie
observes : IlOriginally the common law
"treated the, penalty of a bond as the
"debt te be rccovered, construing the

"document on the principie that the
"obligor i ail probability meant what
"ha said. 'Phe Court of Chancery, how-
"ever, tliought that it knew what lie
"meant unucli better thair he himseli' did,
"and introdncedç, what 1 cannot hlp
"calling the unfortunate practice of re-
"lieving fromn the penalty on payaient of
"the surn namd [n the de.feasance and

"'costs :" Pres/on v. Dave87 21 W. R.
128. IBut in Canada, instead of the
Court of Chancery, [t is the, lligb Court
of Parliaujent that, merits tfie sticture
'when it assumies to know better tban the
persons themseives wliat testators should
have done with their propcrty.

The iast case is the danger arising fromr
short patchwork Acts introduced by
volunteer inembers on their own respon-

sibility, designed to cure somne special
case of hardship that lias coma under
their own notice. The motive is laudable,
no0 doubt, but it may prove disastrous.
ht was Lord Tiedesdale wlio said : " Ra-
" formers are too apt to look to oe
"Igrievance, and proposa a remedy which
9"would produce a tliousand." lIt is all
very well when we find snch a judge as
Wilson, J., calling attention te the state
of the law of evidence as regards lius-
band and wife iii the pointed observations
already cited by ius-it is right, in sucli
a case, to bring in a bill, as has beau
doue, te amend the iaw of evidenca [n
that particular. It is tîme te legisiate
for the attachinent of eqiîitable debts, as
is beingr done this session of the Ontario
lieuse, when we find a judge se careful
and conscientious as the Chaucellor thus
expressing hiiself : "lIt is unfortunate in
" the interests of justice, that the remedy
"given by the Comm on Law Procedure
"Act in case of garnishea proceedings
"sliold net in ternis apply te an equit-
"able debt. The principie upon whicli
"the Act proceais applies te an equiitable
"debt as uiucli as te a legal debt ; and 1
"cani sea ne reason why the credîtor
"should net have a remedy in the oe
"case as well as the other. As the lawr
"stands it is an anonmaly-but the remedy

"[is with the Legisiature net witli the
"Court:" Blake v. Jarvis, 17 Grant, p.
204. But liow many of the iaw ineasures
of the Session find a foundation upoxi
j udicial utterances The stand taken by
the lon. E. B. Wood against th-, experi-
mental legisiation of yeung members of
the lieuse lias been xuost commendable,
and we truet that the experience of the
eider lieads may secure the withdrawal of
ail crude attempts at an amendment of
the laws.


