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applied when Occasion shail arise to s-ach tacts as corne pro-
PerlY ascertained before them. For here partiality eau have
little ScOPe: the law is weIl known.' This ideal no longer exista%.
The law ham long mince ceaed to be well known : and this
is due to a large extent to dîssentient opinions. Until judges
miake up their minda to agree, and aniong th ýnselves are will-
ing to lay amide their own opinion when opposed to that of theî
lnajority of their bretiiren, the law w~ill never be, in the words
of Judge Stephen, 'well known,' iîor will the judginents of
Courts of final resurt receive that respect, that veneration, to
whieh they should be justly etititled.

No one cati question the learning, the ability, and thfo indis-
putably untarnishe(l eharacter of the judiciary ot the United
States, but the customn of allowing dissenting opinions la, to say
the leait, unsatisfactory; it im perricious ini its restilt andi tends
to unsettle principles of law. Inistend of quietii disputes and
pernianently deflning the straiglit, board road of .justice, they
dernonstrate the instability of the law and how the 'lIeuse of?
the just is divided unto itselt.' \hat humble layinat cati Say
ho is right or wrong, whien we daily behold the ablest ,jurist8 on
the benci publiely disagreeing aniong theniselves?

If we wish te avoid the deeline of judieial authorit.y we must
avoid judieial dissension, judivial divergence ofviws judicial
discontent, judieial obstinaey wcv niust have a united Court
and a ur'ted judgrnent. Judgnxents of the highest Courts
should be their judgxnent pure and simple, in which ail ini-
dividuality ut the menibers ot the Court disappears and is
absorbed in the united opinion of the Court pronounieed by the 1
judge who renders it. We iniîght; even draw a beneficent ex-
ample front the highest Court in France, the Cour do Cassation,
where thie judges remain unknown to the pubiie at large, and
where the judgmentB of the Court; the naine of the individual
riembers thereot net'er figure. The Cour de Cassation in a Court
of lust rmort, of final appeai, but it is the Court itseif whieh
rendera its final judgxnent, and for whieh the Frenchi peoplt
have the highest regard and esteeni: it is not the individual


