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Now t< the Legislature is in
sesr-ion it may be opportune t0
bring before themn a few of the
many, desirable reforms that have
been under discussion more or
less continually for years 1back.
TW<r -have always understood that
the intention was to make this
Court the peopýe1s Court, and
that tbere was an idea originally
that its procedure should be se
sinipl, that the parties wtôuld
conduct their own causes -with-
out the agsistance of legal 'coùn-
sel; and that it was in thig ligit:
that the Le«Yislature left tlbe suc-
cessful parly t0 pay. his own
costs, except under the increased
jurisdiction cases. Tirne las
demonstrated, however,' fIat
fine out of ten suitors employ
eo-tr-seI, even thougb. confronted
with the certainty *whether win-
ning or losing of having to pay
the fee. It thus happens that to
collect $20 due and owing a tee
of $1 or $4 has to be paid to a
Iawycr, and this even 'tiougli the
pre-siding Judge feels that the
defeÉdant in resisting the action
lias acted perversely «and dis-
lionestly and without a color of
defénce. No-w, in cases of over
$100 and up t0 $200 ini the Divi-
sion Court the Judge lias author-
jflr to order a fee of from $5 to,
$10 to the snccessful party; and
we tbink there is positively no
reason -wha,,tever -why a similar
discretion niighit not 'be gifnh
ail1 c'%ses. Wýhile soine iniglt be
incli'ned to think the lawyers
-wculd increase the nuinber of
cases in hope of the fee, we be-
leve the contrarýy would ho fthc
effct, as litigants who now Ieap,
ýwit% precipitafe eagerness into a
legal contest knowing they have
]ittke to lose, would -be more

cautious. 0f course there shouldf,
be no fee unless there -was a con-
test in Court or unless the-
parties had corne te Court pre-
pared for a trial. On the general
subject of the Court fees we wisli
to jog, the memory of our law-
malzers, and to trust that al
that was said on IlLaw Reformi"
just bei«ore the.last. Ontario elec-
tion.ý ig- xiot forgotten. It hias.
beeiî mnade pretty clear that
these fees can be greatly- re-
,duced A 'correspondent in the-
Globe of February 7th suggests.ý
that parties be allowed to serve
thelr own summonses, '.s in the*
fligli Court at present. We think
there is no reply that can be-
made to this suggestion. 4
move in the riglit direction was-
mnade 'when a maximum sum, of
$1.635 -was fixed, to include botk.
ba*iliff's and clerk's fées down ta.
judgment in cases not over $10,.
and as the work in a $100 suit is.
not i any particular different
froni one under $10, it is obvious:
tht aIl cases miglit properly be-
brouglit under the $1.635 rmie
These niatters are clear as day-
ligit and we think the Legisia-
ture Icnows it as well as we -do.
But. of course, there, is a reason
for everything, and if the powers.
that: be up in the Queen3s Park
hiave- a disinclination to, talze-
action in thec premises,' it is out
of regard for the Di-vision Court
clerks and bailiffs throughout.tie-
province. It lookzs plain that -the
slioe -would. pincli these gentle-
men, and.-we do not pretend to
say that they should be ignored«
entir-elv. But -we thinli, that in a
great provinýce a reformi like tbis-
,hould, not be delayed or ham-
pered by considerafliton for a class;
of oMeiais. WIthat we thinkis that


