
THE CANADIAN BAR AsCAIN 9

tion Act in 4 states; and the Probate of Foreign~ WiHls Act in
9 statès, tWrritories and federal districts and possessions. These
resuits have been set forth in the chronological order in which
the various acte have been appr.,ved by the Conference, and ý1t
wilI be seen that, in view of &le time during which each of the
acts bas been under consideeation by the various legislatures,
the approval and adoption of them bas been steady and reguflar
mn proportion to-the oppo: tunity afforded.

It 's inevîtable that, in the progress of thus making uniform,
the Iaws of the various states on subjeets of intcrstate applica-
tion, the studv involved must, and does, resuit in the clarifica-
tion of the law as expressed in the uniform draft of it. and like-
nise ini the elimination therefrom of ail unnecessar., eonfiimsing
and diverge-nt features.

If it is said that complete uniforînity of law is a long wav
fromn accomplishment., and that the task is so coloîsal a., to be
well-nigh impossible of performanre, it is answered that no task,
hoivever colosýsal, w-as ever accomplislied for could he acconlplished
until a lîeginning had I>ecn miade, and that any degrev of uni-
formitv is better than no unifornîitv at ail.

The progresýs made by' the ('onferctuce in its twentv-five vears
of -service has amply dem'non,'m!ted, to the satisfactioni of everv
one m-ho bas giv Ca the inatter serions inv-etigationi. that the
Nvoek i. beneficent in its resuits,' that distinct prOgres; lias l'een

nmade, that fulîl accomplishnîent is only a q1uestionl of finie. ilînt
every -,-tep of progress along ~nslin( inakes the ncxt stel) easier,
and that the force of the moveinmnt is cumulative. It is super-
ficial and pointless to ask the quiestion whetlîer absolute uni-
fornmitv is attainable. It ks superficial because the 'no cernent
for uniforinitv of law (Ioes flot (lepen(l upon the ains%,.er to the
question. I repeat that the value of the movemient restts Ipon

the proposition that even partial uniforrnity is mnuch better than
none. The question ks jointiess, Iecause there is no wav oif
,insweritng it except by actual trial. The trial inade hy t his hodl
has, during its twenty odd years of existence, aisîveredl the
qjuestion ernpliaticilly in the affirmative and in the (mnly W~aN In
which it van be answere<l. It cannot 4x answere<l hy (liscussion,
by arguaient oi oy <ebate. It an be answvered only iii pr:wI ice.
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