
LAW ]REPORTS.

The attention of the Profession in Lower Canada lias of late been
turiied tb the wvant of Law Rigports, and a sîrong, desire feit for -some
steps beitig taken to supply this want. The only wonder is, État so
long a time shiould have elapsed. without somnething having been done
10 furni-Al accurate precedents for the future guidance of the Courts
and the Piofession. If the science of Law resi largely on authoriy,
the need of faithful Reports becomes too evident to need mucli com-
mnei.it; more esperially in tbis part of the Province, -wlere Mucli of
the Law rmust be drawn froni remote sources, and where our Common
Law has been su largely altered by Provincial enacimenis. To expeet
any thing like uniformiîy in the Judgients of o ur Courts, wiîhout
the means of puiblishîing these .Judgmeitts, and the facis and reasons
on wvhich they are based, is rio less vain than tu look for enlighîened
legislai ion- withouî discussion, or an enligbtened public opinion *wvithiout
a publie press. And yeî for ail practical1 put-poses te Legai Profession
in Lower Canada, as a Profession, bias, up lu ibis liour, scarcely derîved
more advanîage from the decisions rendered in our Courts of Justice
tiean rgt have been derived even if the Pleadinas, the Evidjence
andi te Judgments had been ail verbal, and not a record of themn kept
among tihe archives of our CourtE. Individual Law'yers, it is true, wil
take notes of their own cases, and the -rounds of Judgmenls that
partic.ulariy interest îhem, and these rna-y circuinte Io a certain extent
amont, tihe Bar; but il is neediess to etate how very inadequate and
unsalisfaclory inusi be tue information to the Profession derived frozu
sucli sources. Il wvil frcqttentiy amnouit, 10 littie more than the nuzu-
ber and titie of the case, and if the case shouid fortunately be found
and referred to, the task of examining the wvhoie recoid mnust frequent-

ybege rogh in order 10, understand the particular point about
wvhicli information is soughl. And even when found and cited i
Court, tise case produces less effect tian if read frozu an authenfie Rie-
port, with whichi the Judg-es were familiar, the very Nvords of which
night be quoted by the Counsel. Nor can thiere be any security that

lie lias happened Io light upon a case -%vhich is realiy of aullhoriîy,
and %vhichi may not have been modifled by a later and better considered
decision, or perhaps reversed in .Appeal.

.And besides, it is no disrespect to state, that bte influence bot on
rte ]3ench and the Bar of faithfui publiied Repu is wvould be
powerful ani saiuîary. Under our present system, if an Advocaîe
boidiy advances bile 2nost doubiful, not lu say untenable or expioded
opinion, on a question of Law, it is scarce!y noticed, and caui do him
littie injury. Even -%vith the Judges, -sucli recklessness of assertion,
unless il becomes habituai, does hizu little injury. Nay, with sorne ofr


