
62 Canada Law journal.

But this istiot al. A daily paper, the principal Government

organ, in its Ottawa ncws, in referringf to a scene which recently

took place in that court, headed the item : Il Supreme Court

Jud-es Squabble." If the details there given had been found

in one of the %Iellow journals, it would probably have shared the

fate of many of the ncws- items contained in that c!ass of pub-

lications, and would either flot bc rcad at all, or, if read, assumed

to be untrue. But the occurrence havinc been reported 'i a lcad-

in- jurnial, not -iven to scnsational paragraphs, the item

dernanded attention. In answer to enquiries on the subject. we

were nformed that rhe reporter's statement of what took place wvas

correct. If this bc so, the %vord -squabble " is not too strnng.

he iînscemly event above refcrrcd to is on]y a sample of what

bias frequcntly takcin place before, but under differctot circumstances.

The Chief justice wvas flot presernt. 1-Episodes of ths character, and

others rnucli more objectionable. mi-lit be refcrred to, which ight

be e.xoiected in a ma-istrate's court in a miniing camp, but are

highlv in'iecorous in the highe-t Court of justice iii the Dominion.

'Flic spirit of discord and mikrule which* bias been a characteristic of

thi-z court i .nwhi remuarkahle w-here mnanv of its nembers are

mnodels of courtesv- and kinducss. Every- one knows ,)crfectll will
%vhicre the biame iles f.>r this inl';er;ib:e c;,nd(itioni of things. Tfic

attention of *he Governoment lias been ca'led to it tirne ancd again,
and the Gzovermnieit, of course, rnut bc hlcid rcsl)oil:siSle. I t is

idle to say that u1othin«2 can bc donc. Somethin.g nust bc donc.

The court cantiot be a >uccess, but mnust be a discredit to the

cOuintry, uintil sortie change s mnade which wîil] supply or remove

an- dJi scordant cIernctnt,âraud cause its buine"ýs tîo be conducted

wvith proper regard to the respect duc to itseif. as wvcil as to the

feelings,. and rights of thosc whose dutv c-ails thern to assist in bts

dcliberationn. It wnould bc quite within the boun'Js of moderation
to tise verv' stron g lang-uage in reference to the present condition

of tigbut it is unnecessary-it is comnmon talk. AiN this is, of
course, outside the consideration of the value or neccssity for the

exîýzsteuice of the court. l'le couuitry looks to the Governlmcnt to

do wvhat: is uccessary in both respects, and the rcsponsibility, cannot

bc evaded or ignored.

I t is ino»t uripleasant tw have to ca]l attention to such matters,
but to igniorc thet-q i, flot the way to remc(ly tic cvii. The dignity

of the Bencli and the res-pect of the public for the proper adminis-


