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inatter not highly complimentary to the
forms and mode of procedure in Chancery,
which need ijot be iimported into the pres-
eut discussion. _Much of what wvas then
-compiained of lias been since remedied,
and a proper mea'sure of fusion wîll reine-
dy ail that remains to be rectified. As,
however, some, especially of the younger
members of the profession, may not have
those older volumes of your journal to re-
fer to, for their benefit I insert the follow-
ing extracts:-Your correspondent in 3 U.
C. L. J. 228, says in substance and effeet
and in almost these words, in speaking of
the fusion of law and equity he was then
recommendin-" give the common law
courts what they want, the comprehen-
eible, expansive and summary jurisdiction
which. chancery possesses in tlieory, but
cannot put in practice-give the court of
chancery what they want-the simple
practical mode of practice of the courts of
.common law ; let each court have besides
its own jurisdiction, ail the jurisdiction of
the others, s0 that each and every of them
will bie courts of co-extensive and univer-
sal law and equity jurisdiction ; inake
every superior court, whether of law or
equity, use the same identical and no dif-
ferent systemn of practice and procedure,
~aid give each and ail of them. a much
more comprehensive, simple and perfect
mode of administering justice than any or
ail of them, separately or collectively, now
have, and re-assort aIl their judges so that
.each court shall have at least one equity
and one commron law judge, and thus be
enabled to intelligently and properly ad-

judicate ail questions of law or equity that
can corne before thein. Again when
speaking of the ordinary antiquated pro-
crastination arguments, and deploring the
timidity and tardiness of our most unwiil-
inI& Legisiative Law Reformers, lie says
they were doing nothing but "merely nib-
Ilbling at the outside edges of three or four
"49of the leaves, iristead of striking at the
'root of the evil." lIn lis last let-

ter, 4 L. J. U. C. 71 to 73, lie endeav-
ours to rouse themn to immediately attempt
something sufficîently tborough to have
some chance of being practically useful,
instead of continually passing crops of
petty legisiative enactments,each designed
to carry out in the minutest possible frac-
tions some, in itseif, insignificant measure
of reform, thus keepîng everytbing for
ever in a state of worry, transition and
doubt, without accomplishing any reforma
wortlh having. He thon uses this ian-
guage,-" The only question worth con-
iliidering is, are we, or are we not, for
"ever to continue to proceed as liereto-
"fore, with the dilatory removal, piece
"by piece, of that immense mass of grosa

"tabuses, which, fromi time to time, hias
Cegrown ont of the parent trunk and
"'taken root, propagated, and spread over
"lits whole surface until the original is
lecompletely enveloped, and nothîng left
"apparent but one heterogeneous mass of
"uselesa corroding legal fungi, passing
"one whole statute this year to remove
"one solitary excresence, which statuts

"the court next year may pass rules to,
"carry into effect, which rules if they
"have good luck, may apply to cases
"which will occur the year after, in the
"vague hlope that ultimate]y at some ai-
"most inappreciable distance of time,

"tposterity, whose ancestors are yet un-
"born, niiay derive the full benefit of what
"we at any tinie, and now, might accom-
"plîsh at one stroke by simply passing
"some such statute as suggested in my
"former letter."

Those were not the sentiments of a sin-
gle nman rnerely. On the contrary, they
were then, and stili are, the sentiments of
the thinking minds in our profession.
Ihey are the sentiments of ail except
those wlio know niothing but iniere chan-
cery lawv who practiced nowhere else than
in the chancery couct, and who feel in
themselves that they have not the capac-
ity of learning what would enable thein


