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"While it niny bo inexpedient to proscribe rulca of practice by stntnte,

nothing relating to the jurisdi(!tion should however bo left in doubt or to
iuforenco.

Cy Section 2;), i)rocpodiiig4 in appeals from Decree.^, Judgments or Orders
in Kcpiity and Admiralty, &c., shall, when not otherwise provided for, he n»
nearly as [lo.ssiblo in conformity with the present practice of the Judicial
( 'ommittee. I can disco\'er nolhing M'ith reference to proceedinp's on appeals
from the other ('on rts. The inierence, .1 presume, vtould !>!.', tl r ^ouio dif-

ference was contem\)lated. If proceedings on api>eals troju the litiuity and
Admiraltv Courts are to bo according to the practice of the Judicial Com-
Tuittee, wliy should not the same practice ju-evail with rospc lo appeals frr^ii

the other Couris ? AVhile a distincti(»n is ap[)areiit, I cannol perceiv'; that

any other practice U siilstituied in lion thereof.

As to ihe second point—Considering that there h in tliir- Piovinco an
appeal to the . npreme Court from the K((uiVy ('ouri, the Court t>f Marriage
and Divorce, Probate Courts, County Courts, and a general super\ I.non over
the proceedings of all inferior tribunals, not cqu-essly taken away by Statute^

where matters as well of the greatest nuignitude as of very small amount, and
involving no important principle, are constantly in coiiiroversy, to allow a
suitor, in a case of the latter chaivctcr, io drag his opponent to Ottawa on
appeal i'rom a judgment in which the whole matter in controversy might only
range from Jj!) to iloO, would only bcailbrding means of gratifying a litigious

spirit, or v.-earing out an adversary, and, in my opinion, conferring on all

parties a curse rather than a blessing, Hy way of illustration, take the case

of a cause tried in a County Court in which there is a verdict. The party
against whom it is rendered applies in that Court for a noAv trial, it is refused;

he appeals to the Supreme Court at Fredericton ; the appeal is dismissed and
judgment of County Court affirmed : surely in a matter ranging from £i} to

XoO, this is lav/ enough ; but under this 13111 the party might of right appeal

to Ottawa.
As to the third point—I cannot understand v/liy periods so long should be

allowed for appealing, either in cases of final judgments or interlocutory

orders.

If, as provided b^' Section 36, no appeal shall bo allowed upon special

cases, or on points reserved, or in cases of new trials, unless notice in writing

bo given to the opposite party within twenty days after the decision com-
plained of, or within such further time as the Court appealed from or a Judge
thereof nuiy allow, why iniglit not the same rule apply to all other cases ?

In addition to this, it seen\s to me that there should be stringent provisions

that the Appeal shall be promptly proceeded with. After a party has tho
judgmentof a competent Court in his favor, and perhaps realized hisjudgment,
why should he be kept in tmeertainty and doubt as to his right for two years ?

Surely he ought to have the right to say to his opponent, " The Court has
given judgment in I'ly favor; if you are not satisfied give me immediate
notice, and proceed at once to have the judgment reviewed on appeaL Don'i
keep me in suspense and jeopardy for two years."

This applies with even more force to Interlocutory Orders or Rules. The
Bill gives six months in such cases. In tho r ^antime large expenses raay
be incurred and a final judgment obtained ; while all this is going on, it

would seem by this Bill a party may lie by till the six months are about
expiring,- and then, by appealing against some Interlocutory Order or Rule,
possibH' overturn all the subsequent proceedings.

In New Brunswick, Appeals from decisions in Equity must be made within
twenty days. Appeals from Courts of Marriage and Divorce muat be


