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rocceastonally

of Chancery resemb)

; ed more i i
details the old cour En:.ﬂ::dl:r;cu?ﬁ ;ﬁ

shown a literal spirit in introducing reforms :

: admitting that abuses i .
tice bad crept in during the EI-I;;'. ;nm?kmr'mr

of the court, he condemned as extremely un-

e applied to that court

_ or Lancoln. In regard
fo ‘;!IE taxation of bills, he believed %hlt
cading practitioners in Toronto had made i;

: 0 to country towns to get their
E]lnh taxed by the l\?uterl thura?ebannum
¢y were allowed more for costs than they
would be here, The revision of bills here

was therefore a good point. He could

hardly credit the language said %o have b
used Ey the hon membﬁ for Linuu;:?n Er’;::

ference to the Court of Chancery. There

must be a jurisdiction of that kind exercised, |
' acd he hoped the Government would keep

the systems of common law and e juity sepa-
rate As there was a new Lord Chancellor ap-
peinted in England, who was said to contem-
plate reforms—though of what' nature he
could not say— he thought it would be wise
to wait and see what action may be taken

there in reference to Chancery reform.
(Hear, hear.)

| Attorney-General MOWAT had no ob
Jection to bring down thepapers. He desired
to say a few words with reterence to some
points raised in the discussion. Reference
had been made by gome hon. gentlemen op-
pesite to the policy of the Government of
which Mr. Blake was the h 2d, Oa examia-
ing the slatement of his policy which he
made after taking oflice, i§ would be found
that the measure which he promised on this
subject was a measure in the direction of
fusion. I"\uw, with ragar:l to absolute and
ertne fuston of the jurisdiction now exor-
cired by courts of Law and Equity,it was no
¢asy Watter to prepare a measure for thas
purpcee. It was that, however, which the
Commission set about doing. 1t was not the
intentionof the Govirnment by whom thad
Commuission was appointed that they should
do g£o; they secmed to have misapprehondad
tLe wtention of the Government His hon,
friend the Treasurer discovercd that they
iclt the task to be one involving so much
difficulty and requiring so much time for the
adeguate performance of it, that it would be
NCCeSsary that the two _ilni_'_:t-:i wiho were on
the commission should be released for a
period from their judicial duties, in order to
prepare.the necessary measure and make a
proper report, The gentlemen of the Com-
mission who were not on the bench could
only give to the work, of course, a small por.
tion of their tuime, as 1t was 1mpossible for
them to abandon their practice. Under
these circumstances, the hon, Treasarer
thought it was not in the public
nterest that the Commission should
continue. It was not in the power of this
Government to relieve the judges from their
official duties, and if it had been so,fthe pol.
icy of &g doing would be doubtfal. The
work was ose which in other countries had
caused several years, severe labour on the
part of learned lawyers, and we could not
expect it to be different here. However,'two
Bills bad been prepared —and placed before
him—one by several learned members of the
Commiesion,and the other came from another
fquarter. Both of these Bills were prepared
or the purpose of securiagabsolute fusion of

law and equity go far as that was
pozeible. One of these Bills would
probably leave the Chancery practice

about asit was now; and the other would
wake it more cumbrous and expensive., The
evil which existed under the present system
did not arise from any idea tiaat in this mat.
ter a division of labour might not bo desir.
able in this as in everything else. But the
evil was two-fold. 1t occasionally happened
that there was a doubt as to whether a suitor
should go into Law or Equity for the purpose
of obtamning the remedy which he was ea.
titled to. ‘This doubt very seldom arose, but
1t catainly arose occasionally. The other
¢vil connected with the existing system was
this: In a class of cases which
arcee it was necessary
for the defendant ¢t law, in order to make
available tLe evidence he was entitled to, to
cecasonally commence a suit in the Court
f Cbancery, that court in that case undoing
wlat had been dore by the court of Law,
TLis aromaly involved a great deal of ex-
perse.  These were the two evils which the
susicn would be intended to cure. A great
desl of attenticn kad been given to the sub.
ject in kngland, and scveral reports had
been prepared by learmed lawyers. In
théce reports would be fpund the strong-
¢st expression of opinion of the cvils

of haal; change and the confusion that
might |
He tkought that, considering all that we

. kvew n
quite poesible by a few

L

ariss in making the fusion.
this subject, it would be found
rovisions carefully
repaxcd to remove—he thought, entirely —

ut if not, at Jeast almost entirely, the ano-

malics which bave led some of the advocates
of entire fueion to take the grounds which

thev bLave.
which he would have the honour, in a day or
twe to lay before the Legislature.
bear.) He had not intended to make any
statementon the subject until he presented the
Bill ; but owing to the turn which the debate
bad taken, he thought it proper to say what
ke had done.

It was a Bill on that principle

(Hear,

Mr. PRINCE had thought that a good

plan would be to make an attempt in the
direction of fusion. Our A8 1
of eo expensive a character as to make 1t 1m-
poseible for a measure to remain in force for

a few years in order to see how it would
work., He instanced a case which had oc-

Legislature was not

cuned in his practice which showed the in-
convenience and apomsly of the present
state of the courts. Something ought to be
tried at all events

Mr. McMANUS said that in his part of
{be country the people were pleased to hear
that & Commission had been appointed to
fute the courts, because although it was
known that a man lost rome of his property
by going iuto the Superior Courts, he lost 1t
entuely if he went into the Court of Chan-
cary. (Laughter.)

mwan’s court, because a man was eure to be
poor when he came out of it. (Laughter.)

Mr. WELLS contradicted the inference of

the member for Niagara as to leading lawyers |
of Toronto sending their Dills to outer otfices |

to be taxed, and explained fully the circum.

. stances of the case.

Mr. ROBINSON protested against the
practice the legal members of the House had
of cccupying all the time of the Assembly
with these law Bills, which were discussed
befoie empily benches. He suggested that
these gentlemen should have a room by
lhEﬂtE{ﬁ?EI, where they could come o some
satisfactory conclusions, and then the rast of

He agreed with the
wember for Storment that it was the poor |

the Houeo would agree to those conclusions.
One hon. member had a nightmare the other
evening, and imagined there was a lawyer on
top of kim,

Mr RYKERT denicd that he had called
the Ccurt of Chancery a sink of iniquity.
What Fe said,was, that if he repeated what
ke had beard of it he would so call it. He
had the Lighest admiration for the judges of
t}at cou't. He then went on ‘o repeat his
fcrmer ttatement as to what the policy of
tl ¢ late Government had been on the subject
of th s court, and contended that the present
Adm nistration had abandoned that policy.

ThLe motion was then carried, and a5 six-

o'clock the House rose.,

After Recess,
WELLINGTON, GREY, & BRUCE RAIL-
WA,
Mr. RYKERT resumed the debat: on his
motion for papers relating to the Wellington,

Grey, & Bruce Railway, With reference to the
statement made by the Commissioners of

" Public Works that he (Mr. Rykert) had

" threatened an ﬁmglnyea of the House that he

would Lripg bim before the bar of the House

f be refuted to give him certain information,

- he peid be had written to that employee,

Mr. Notmap, and had received from him an
apswer to the effect that he (Mr. Rykert)
clearly expressed the intention of bringing
the matter before the House if the desired
information was withheld from him, but that
hve mnever hinted that he woald
bripg bim (Mr. Notman) or any other
cuployee before the bar of the House.

Feon, Mr. MCKELLAR said he would
bricfly state the facts. Mr, Hunter called
npon bim aund eaid that the hon. member for
Lincoln had threatened either to bring Mr.
Notman before the House or to bring toe
«ubject of his not being able to get the infor-
mution before the House.

Mr. RYKERT said that every member of
the Heuse had the right to bring such a mat-
ter before the House.

7 Le motion was then cariied.

(Laughter.) '




