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the leaders of the bar.
the Iaw—with u few striking exception~—is intrusted to men who
are either influenced by political zeal, or who wish to maken
nome fur themselves, In such bands jusice too frequently be-
comes & farco; and the practisiug barristers must too viten feut,
if they do not express, their conterrpt for the character, learning,
and discretion of their own presiding officer.

Our duty as historiaus is to poiat out fucts, and to let our read-
ers apply the remedy and profit by the moral. Can such & state
of things be satisfactory 7 Does the Republican form of clecting
by ballot to public offices work advantageously in this direction?
When will the last pound break the camcV’'s back? When will the
citizens of this grent city unite in protecting themselves and their
property from the timarous vacillutions of the Beuch, and the in-
solent usurpations of the Bar?

AMERICAN VIEW OF LEGAL EDUCATION.

It is true at all times, tbat a knowledge of law, considered as
the science of morats und justice, shouald be oue of the first subjects
to receive the attention of those charged with education  We
might dwell un this at length, were it not 100 obvious to need dis.
cussion.  Circumstances have rendered this duty ou the part of
the collegiate iusttutions one of an imperative character at the
prescut time. But a few yenrs since, sud the term of seven years
was prescribed as the period for the study of the luw betore the
candidate could present him+eld for admission to the bar. Nor
was this time too long, for the experience of the protession abun-
dantly shows thut ¢t is uot untid luug atter his introduction to the
foru: the lawyer becomes skilled in professional learning, so wide
is the field of research, so numcerous are the elementary treatises
and reports, and so vast the Inber requisite even for a faniliurity
with the standard authors. The seven years, howeser, are soon
abridged to three, by counting the four years spent in a colleginte
course a<an equvaient to four of the legal course.  Finally the
rule itself was eutirely nbolished, and the path to professional
practice has Leen opened to any «andulate who may prove himself
able to pass tho requisite examinaticn. What tests their exami-
natious are of proficiency is too well known to nerd comment. The

result is, that the bar is flooded with tyros, commencing practice|

without sufficient previous training nnd discipl ne, or even & pre-
tence of thut learning which i3 essential to the formation of 2 good
lawyer. A young mau :hus thrown iuto active life, rarely, if ever
fiuds that leisure which is necessary for study; awid the cares of
bhasiness, the utmost he can do is to prepare himself as well as pos.
sible for the particu’ar emergency, and his legal education thus
becomes 2 wmantter of chatice rund accident —a result of personal ex-
periences, depending entirely upon the cases upon wluch be may
bappen to be employed, aud utterly wancing, therefore, in that
method and accuracy, and knowledge of principles which long
instruction can nlone impart. The conscquences of such a
system are yet ouly partially felt.  Our mostd stinguished Iawyers
and judges are the crop of the old planting; but when this sced
has run out. and we cowe to reap the new harvest—when the bar
and the bench are to be supplied from men who have approached
the profession without sufficient education and tearning—thensome
adequate remedy must be applied, or the very foundations of law
anad of justice will be subvected.  We look for this remedy in the
special training and education of those designed for the legal pro-
fesuron, in the coliege and the iaw school.  The stadent at Inw rve-
quires as much, at least, of particular instruction in his depart-
ment, 13 the student of medicine or divinity, Thescience of which
bie should become a naster aceds methodical avd proteacted study §
it is spread over a wide range of text boaks ; it i3 multifarious in
its details, abstruse and profund in its principles, and to be well
taught, demands able, skilful, and learned instructors. In our
opinion, no greater toon could he conferred upon the community
in which we live than the institution, in connection with one of our
colleges, of & courde of legal education, under the direction of
competent profeesory, in which the students who throng the law
offices of New York minht participate whilst l-arning the practical
duties of their profession. The wants of the age demand this, and
the want must bo supplied.

The result is that ths adwministration of

CHANCERY PROCEDURE.

It hus been, time out of wind, the fate of the Chancery
Court to be abused by the publie, und of the Master's
office to be abused by the profession. Here and ut home
such has been the fuct.

Abuse, however, by no means implies a want of cause.
1t is as notorious thut in England the evils of Chuncery
were us great as modern reforms have been beneficinl. 1t
is equally notorious that from the creation of a Court of
Chaucery in this Proviuce in the year 1837, cousisting of
!;one Judge, until 1849, when it was made to consist of five,
“much cause of complaint existed.

i The re-orgauization of the Court, the appointment of an
,able and experienced chief, the stmplifying of procedure,
, these and such like steps tendcd much to alleviate mischicf’
apparently inherent in the system.  Sull dissatisfuction is
Aele; still dissatisfaction is expressed.  The cause of dis-
{satisfaction is not now so much want of confidence in the
‘tribunal itself as endless and vexatious delays. The hat-
:bed of deiays is the Master’s affice.  We shull not at present
‘undertake to say whether the fault is attributable to the
gentleman who holds the office, or to the insufficiency of the
‘]aw which zllows only one master for such un ofice. Tuto
these matters we are glad to learn it is the intention of those
most concerned—the practitimers of the curt—to auke
an investigation with the view of proposing to government
'some pecessary measure of relief.  We subjuin an nccount
of the proceedings of a meeting of Chuncery practitioners
held for the purpose :

Oscoone [arn, 30th January, 1858,

At a meeting of the profession thisday holden in pury ave
of the notice fur the purpase of taking into consideration the
hest made of expediting references afier decree : it wius moved
hy Robert A, Harrison, Exq., secended by Adam Crooks, trq.

“That Robert J. Turner, do take the Chair. And on mutien
1of Rubert A. Harrison, Exq.. sccmrded by John Reaf Eeq,,
Adam Crooks, Exq, was appointed Secretary.

It was then moved by John Roaf, Exq., seconded by Gerge
Morphy, Esq.. and resolved: Thut W, Vynne Bucon, Esq..
Juhn Hector, Fsq., Adam Crauks. Erq . Gewrge Hemings, Exq.,
and William Davig, Exq., be a Cummittee ta repurt upon the
Iprosent state of the master’s office, and to supgpest vrefurms

~the report to he presented to an adjourned meeting of tae

profession to be hollen at Osgoode Hall an Siturday nexe at

the hour of two o’clock. Roznzrr J. Tukses,
Chairman.

'
'

LARCENY AND EMBEZZLEMENT.

In the number of this Journal for September last, we
attempted to draw the distinction between larceny, embesz-
zlement, and breach of trust  When doing so we were
conscivus of our inability to accomplish the object satisfac-
torily ; but rather than abandon our intention, completed
the article. The distinetions we drew, theugh fine as




