
JUnscIAn Aps'OINTMENTS.

Attorney-Generail bad been appointed to suds a Chancellor (lletherley), whose letter to the
chief justiceship, not with the initention of bis pro- Chief Justice was only remarkable for its
ceeding to Iodla to fi11 the office, but simply for insolent toue and evident desire f0 burke the
the purpose of bis becoming qualified, according Iquestion, and snub, nlot oily the Chief Justice.
to the latter of the statute. for au appuiufment to but the whole Bar of England, who in this
the Judiejal Committee? Wbat an otcry would matter have loudly and unmistakably con
have been raised at so palpable au evasion of the demned the unwarrantable action of the
Act!1 But wbat, possible difféurence, allow me f0 Govermunent.
ask, eau there bue, lu principle, between sucb an
appointmcnt as tihe une I have just referred to, 0f course, as all our readurs are aware, the

and an appoiutmeut f0 a judgeship iu the Court wholu alfair wes broug-ht before the House o:

of Common Pleas, tise duties of whiehi it is not Communs, by Mr. Cross moving a vote ul
intended slial bu discharged, for the sole purposu censure on the appointument of Sir R. Collier,
of cre afing a qualifilcationun l person not otîser- declaring that it w as a violation of the inten.
wise qualified? I cannot refrain freim submitting tion of the statutu and an evil example in the
to you that sueli a proceeding is at once a viola- administration of judicial patronage. Many
tion of tie spirit of tise Act of I'arliament and a strong supporters of the Governisuent, and
degradation uf the judicial office, prominently su, M1r. Deuman, spoku and voted

I ought to add, that froni uvury muoshur of in favor of this motion, wbich, huwever, was
thu ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ls lua-rfsinwt hmIbv ou bt but the very sn?,all inajority in favor of

brouglit loto contact in the course of flic last fesv tise Government-27 in a Ru use of 5 13-was
days, I have mat with but one expression of iný itself tantamount to a very streng expres-
opinion as f0 the proposed step -an oplionl, tO sion of censure, and ive presume w'ill bue so
use the mildest ferais 1 eau select, of strong and accepted by the Chancellor, as it ccrtainly bas
unnquilified coudumanaflon. Suchi, I eau take upu1 n been by outsiders, and svili be su luoked upun
myself f0 say. is the unanimous opinion of the
profession, I have nover iu my tinie kuown of by historians.

su strung an expression, I had aliiiost said explo- The Law Times thus speaks of the digcus-
sion of opinion. sien in the Ilon-se:-

" Ueder these circustdancm~, I f'e'l nyself justi- " To ne the general resuite of the debate appear
fied, as Chief Justice of ýEngland, lu cooveYin)g to satisfactory, for tbuy shsow that we stili bave very
you whaf 1 kuow tu bu fie opin ion of the profes- many able public men, whu will neither sanction
alun et large, an opinion lu wbich 1 entlrely cuncur. nor tolerate an uvasion of tIhe law by any Guvero-
I fuel t fu bue a duty, nut uuly to tise profession, ment, whatcver its p-srty may bue: but, on the
but f0 tise Goverunmunt itself, to protest-l bopu utber baud, if is by no meus reassuring to flnd
before it is fou late-aganat a step--as fo the the Prime Ministcr and the Lord Chancellor, affer
legality of wbichi 1 abstalu' frouieuxpressing aesy suveral usonthis of coul reflection, afier beariag
opinion, lest I shuuld bu called upon to prunonucu tbe nust invincible arguments agairist tbuir viuw
upon it lu iny judicial capacity-but tise impru- of the construction of the Act of Parliamunt,
priety of whieb, for tise reasun I bave given, is cume furward and continue to maintain that viuw
te my miud strilingly and paiofully apparent. by arguments tisat show a sort of incapacity un

IlI beg yen to believe fbat I make ihese oh- tbeir part te nndersfand tbe distinction but ween,
servationF lu nu xsnfriendly spirit, but fromi a an evasion of, and a foul compliancu witb, the
sanse of duty ouly. I sbould sincerely rejuice et provisions of an Aet of Parliament. If is a re-
the promotion of an Atturss"y-General who has markable faut that neither cf the present law
filled bis iiigh office with dignity and boueur ; efflcera of the Crown appruve uf the construction
but in the position 1 oczupy 1 fuel I uughf nut to put upon the Act, for we may fairly presumne
stand by, and, without observation or objection, thaf if fbey did they would bave corne forward
allow e judielal eppuinimeut fe, bu muade, whîeh and seld su, and the Goyerumeuf failed f0 obtain
fro-n tise peenliar cîrcnmstances unider whici, if the support of any lawyar cf reput e lu cither
will faku place, la open tu sncb serions objection, bouse exeept Sir Roundell Palmer, wbu made a
and wisicb, as I bave abondant reesun te believe, speech for tbem thef was a modal of furensic
wîll ha tihe snbjact cf universel cundemation and ingunuify, and a perfect upifumu of ail the fahla-
regrt.-I bag te remain, very feitbfully yours, cies kuown te lugiciaus; but notwitbsfandiag al

"IA. E. CocKnuRx " this, nelthar Mr. Gladstone aur tbe Lord Chan-

To this latter Mr. Gladstone made a curt cellor said e word that ceuld hae cunstrued f0

reply, and handed the matter over fo the Lord mea that thay would nef pursua exectiy the
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