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in Ontario and one beyond) was 21, and the average number
of case in whieh there were three appeals (two, in Ontario
and one beyond) wau 4.

In view of these fligures it in clear that the outery of the lay
press for the limitation ci~ appeals in unreasonable, misleading
and results frorn ignorance or prejudice or perliaps both. It is
niso m&nifest that the profit to lawyers on a.ppellate business in
eomparatively smail; and we maucli doubt if the eew litigants who,
desire to thrash out their cases te a finish will thank their self-

constitut(e-d chamrpions for their interference.
I the diseussian as to appeals, many and various opinions

iwerc expressed, but on the main pointât there waks unanirnity.
t The argubients for a permnanent Court of Appeal seemed te,j bc unanjwerable, and a resolution was passed that "the Asso-

ination places itself on record as considering that it is not in
the best interests off the country and of saund jurisprudence
that the permanent cha racter of the Court of Appeal sheuld be

interfered with. " With this we heartily agree.
It was also recognized that the evils clainied by the lay pe

as existing ini reference to appeals, were almost entirely limited
to cases of negligence where actions were brought against large
comipanies or wealthy manufacturers. It was thought by some
that these actions should be tried wit1hout a jury as are such
actions against miunicipal corporations. Whilst this would large-I ly reduce the number cf appeals plaintiffs might in the end bc
sufferers as much as defendants. The subject, however, is toc
extensive for us to diseuse at present. Possibly unie such sug-
gestion as the followiug might be worthy of consideration, viz.,
that the plaintiff should have the rigbt to elect whether his
case should be tried by a jury or by a judge, and then provide
that in the latter case there should be only one appeal, say to
the Court cf Appeal of the province.

As te appoals te the Judicial Coinmittee cf the Privy Coun-
cil we remain, as strongly as ever of the opinion that this right
cf accesas te the adjudication cf men cf such eminent ability
and learning as sit at that tribnnal-men who are nome of the


