e .

| was thei snits were 2ot ready <o much earlier, and

| business. Here they would have no such diffi-

- the Act, as that wonld be best discussed in Com-
Cmittee, The Act was consideranly improved since

l cases was restricted in the Bill of last

Ceases to the Couris of Commmion Law. Another

[ ]
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' vet no one though! of goiuy back tothe old syst -m,

ONTARIO  LEGISLATURE. |

TugspAY, Jan, 25.
PETITIONS,

Mr. Blezard—Of the County Council of Peter- |
boro’, praying that an Act may pass to relieve
}hm: of liabilities in respect of certain railway hy-
aws,

Ar. Gibson (Hawilton)--Of the Hamilton and |
North-Western Railway Company, praying that |
an Act may pass (o suthorize the izsue of bonds. |

Mr. Crooks--Of John Barwick e al., of Bland- |
ford, praying that the Aci befora the House re- .
?lmut ng St, Paul's Chureh, Woodstock, may not |
Dass,

Mr. INear -Of the Niagara District Pomons
Grango; Mr. Paxton, of the Township Council of |
Uxbridge ; Mr. Palterson, of ithe Township Coun-
cil Jof Vaughan; Mr. Baxter, of the Township
Lﬂmmnil of North Cayuga; Mr. Robertson (Halton),
0i the township of Nelson; Mr. Wigie, of the
Township Council of Anderson; Mr. Near, of |
Klisha Graybell, and others, of Welland:; Mr.
Nairn, of Jebial Mavlatt, et al., of Eigin, severally .
praying for free magkets, -

Mr. Waters- Of ti» County Countyof Middlesex, |
memn tor amenddnents to Municipal Actrespect-
ng culverts ; of the sume,pray ing foramendments
Lo the License Aet respecting license tund. :

Mr. Gibzon (Huron)--Ot J. J. Foster und others,
of Windeor: Mr., Laidlaw, of James Manaell and
others, of Drayton; Mr. Gibson (Hamilton).ol Ha- 'i
ngnlmn Temperance Reform Club, also of Robert |
Evans et ai., of Hamilton, severally prayinz for |
amendments to the License Aet respecting the |
hours or clozing hotel bara,

FIRST READINGS.

Mr. Mowat--A Bill to amend the Act respecting
liln: registration of co-partnerships of busihess |
lirms,

Mr. McCraney--A Bill to amend the Muanicipal
Act respecting drainage,

THE JUDICATURE BILL.

The ATTORNEY-GENKRAL moved the second
reading of the Bill to eonsolidate the S3aperior
Courts. Theobjcert of the 13ill, as they knew, was
to simpiily tho administration of justice and to do

Ly with the existing enomaly of the wide diifer-
« .+ between courts of law and equity. The origin |
ol Courts of Kqguity arose out of the necessity in
England of finding sume way of mitizating the
geverity of the common law. The Judicature Act
of England was introduced in 1373 and amend-
ed in 1875, and had given great satisfuction there,
The valuo of that aystem was attested by its suc-
cess in England., The changes eifected by that
Bill were so imnortant that it had been ealied a
legal ** revolution.” It 1877 the system was intro-
duced into Ireland, and he failed 10 see any just
ground« by which he could justify delay in intro-
ducing it into Ontario. Some thiry yvears ago the !
sState of New York adopted a code of this kind,
and although no human device could be perfect,

A consequence of the improved system in Rogland |
the judzes were now able to et through with the

culty. He did not propose to go into the details of

its iniroduction last session. The most striking
changes and immproveimnents he would brietly enu-
merate. 'The conduct of certain  classes of

session to the Court of Chancery, whilst the
Bill as it now was gave an equud jurisdiction in all

feature introduced into the Bill provided tor the
inspection ol sheritl’’s and other otlices of the Su-
perior Courts. A change was also made which
reluted to the subject of appeals. Appeals were
made now when the sum involved in litigation

" was not large. The Bill preposed to limnit appeals |

to the Ontario Conrt of Appeal to the siim ot $00
in some caces, and 1,000 inoechers, and (o the ¥u. |
preme Court of Canada 1o $2.0600—this atier be- |
canse that was the limit in Lower Canada, The |
Provincees had limited uplmnlu to the Privy Conn-
cil, and he saw no saolid objection to their limiting
appeals to the Supreme Court. As a genera
thfng it was best for suitors 1o be content with
less appeal power. There were somne typographi-
cal emrors in the Bill which he noticed, and to
which he would again refer.

Mr, MORIRIS said this Bill was an adaptation of
a plan which had been already adopted in Eng- |
lund, and which had given saiisfaction there.
A prejudice existed in the minds of some people
against it, but he thought the sentiment of the
country was in favour of the principle of the Bill
now under consideration, The gentlemen on hi¥
gide of the House would give it careful attention,
reserving to themselves the right of eriticism and |
amendment. He was dubious as to their right to
limit appeal to the Sapreme Court, and it was |
ancertain how the Supreme Court would pegard |
that alteration. '

The Bill was then read a second time,

SETTLEMENT OF ACCOUNTS.

Mr. YOUNG moved for an address to the Lieut.- i
Governor praying fora return of any correspon-

dence or papers, roi hitherto brought down,
which may have passed between the Govern-
ments of Ontario, ol the Domninion, or of Quebec in
relation to the Anal settlement of the accounts of
the late Province of Canada. Ho wished to hidve
steps taken to bring that tedious affair to a close.
He wanted the matiter kept befole the country.
He had understood that after the decision of the
Privy Council it wounld have been  settled
long ago. Ancther reason why they should have
a seittlement was that without one they could not
come to o definite conciusion as (o the Provineial |
finances, e had no doubt that the Treasurer had

done a!l in his pewer to conclude a settlement,
But the matter required direct attention,as it was
an urgent one,

Mr. WOOD said that the hon, gentleman stated
it was strangce that accounts of thirteen years
starvling should remain unsettled, but it was
known that arovitration had occurred between On-
tario and Quebec on the subject. It was alsoa
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