extending its jurisdiction. He mentioned
that a Bill in this direction had been ad-
vanced to a second reading in 1884, and uvnat

a similar measare h been promised |
in the Speech from the Throne in 1885.
He did not suppose that the

Bill would be in the interests
of the lawyers, but it was the cuty of the
lawyers in this House to consider the in-
terests of the general public. The Bill pro-
vided
sonal actions should be extended from $200
to $500 in actions where the amount is
liguidated from %400 to $1,000, and in actions
of replevin from $200 to $500. It was also
{Jrupom'd to restore to the County Courts
heie equity jurisdiction, and to give them
power of issuing writs of mandamus and in-
Junctions,
Hon. O. MOWAT said that he was opposed
to the Bill, At one time he was in favour of

increase of the jurisdiction of the County .

Courts and contemplated introducing a
measure on the subject. He believed
it would be admitted ﬂ'mt; he had shown
every dlsposition to decentralize, and had
shown no disposition to refuse a law reform
lest it should injure his own profession.  His
hon. friend (Mr, French) was entirely wrong in
supposing that his opposition to this measure
wus due to any pressure [rom the legal pro-
fession. No member of thdt, profession had
spoken to him on that =i bject except in
answer to his own enquiries. While his
opinion had formerly been in favour of an

extension of jurisdiction, he was bound to
say that after conference with his colleagues |

and others he had concluded that no such ex-

tension was called for in the publie interests,

He had been unable to find that there was
ANY PRACTICAL GRIEVANCE

which such & measure would remove. He

denied that the measure would, ou the whole,

iecrease the cost of litigation, In some cases

t would inerease the cost, in others there
would be a mominal deerease ; but pressure

had been brought to have the costs in the |

county court cases inereased, and if the juris.

diction were increased, that pressure would |

become irresistibie. It was further to be ob-
gerved that the County Courts once had a
Jarger jurisdiction than they now have: and
the reason why that jurisdiction was taken
AWaVYWwas hecause nouse wasmadeof it because
it was not found a usefnl thing, and that

parties, when they had the choice between |

the County Conrts and the Superior Courts,
chey chose the latter. The jurisdiction of the
Division Courts had been largely increased,
and the proceedings in cases in the High
(‘ourts of Justice had been to a greatl extenl
localized, so that the greater part of the pro-
cendings conld he taken in the county where
the parties resided, The Bill also proposed
to give the County Courts a large equitable
jurisdiction, embracing, some people said,
nine-tenths of the whole husiness of that
character, A very large share of what was
called administrative business, partition
suits, suits tor
THE ADMINISTEATION OF ESTATES

would be by this DBill
County Courts, At present the business of
these saits was transacted by oflicers who
were thoroughly familiar with the work, and
he proposed to transfer it to unpractised
hauds. He proposed also, to transfer it from
the Superior Court judges tothe judges of
the County Courts, It must not be forgotten
that a large part of the business was now
done in the counties outside of Toronto, pro-
bﬂhli’-' uite as much as would be done under
A

transferred to the

this Bill, the only diflerence being that now
it is transacted by the local Master
under the supervision of a Superior

Court Judge, while the Bill proposed that
it should be transacted by the County Court
Judge, withh no supervision at all ; and all
lawyers were aware ol the importance of
careful supervision in these eases. The pro-
hability is that if the changze were made the
bhusiness wouldneither be so well or so chieaply
doue. The question of costs was not involved:
because that administrative business was
compensated by a commission on thevalue of
the property involved: so that the solicitor
could not make any more out of the suit than
the presceribed commission would bear. It
was very important that the distribution of
moneys In partition suits should be made
ander the supervision of a Judg: If the
money were scattered through the offices in
the various ecounties no officer would have a
suflicient amount of money under him to
give him the requisite experience, He had

heard of a case where a County Court Judge

had received money belonging to an infant

suitor which got mixed with his own, and
"he result was a considerable loss to the
iniant, which the Province felt itself
Im;uud in_ huwmanity to make good. An-
other Judge, with no bad intention, had
followed (he practice of receiving  such
money, and holding it until the time for dis-
tribution. Ile moved that the Bill be read a
second time this day two maonths,

Mr. MEREDITH supported the Bill. He
contended that the reason the old equity

that the )jurmti;rinn i all per-|

| mogsure.

|
‘.
|

|

jurisdiction of the County Courts had been
abolished, was that the practice was
cumabersome, and the lawyers were not well
acquainted with equity practice. The Attor
ney-General’s remarks as to partition suits
were irrelevant, because by the Bill he had
introduced, nine-tenths of this class of busi-
ness would be swept away.

Hon. A. S. HARDY said, speakinz for
himself. If he were a practitioner in
country towns, hLe would advoeate
the raising of fthe jurisdiction of the
courts, provided he wished to increase his
income, 1t would have the effect of stripping
Osgeode Hall of its business - court=in which
the country has a thousand timmes expressed
its-confidence, conrts of high standing- -and
placing in inferior courts, _’l”!w Bill pro-
posed (o practically =evolutionize the proced-
ure and jurisdictionof the courts, In his
estimation the figures to which the Eill pro-
posed to raise the jurisdiction were too high,
and the House was not, therefore, called upon
to disenss the question as to whether a
moderate inerease of  jurisdiction were ad-
vantageous to the country., ile proceeded o
show that it proposed largely totake the
estates of infants from the care of one con-
trol and safe guardianship to forty new and
nntried places. e pointed ont that the Biil
proposed to go back to the long exploded and
costly system of issuing commissions for the
examination of witnesses,

AMr. WHITE suvvorted the Bill,

THon., (. ¥. FRASER said that the opinion
of the Attorney-General should have great
weight in a case of this kind. It was not
enongzh to say that because the jurisdiction
of the Divicion Coeurt had been inereased, and
something thereby taken from the County
Court. that therefore the jurisdiction of the
Comity Court should be increased. W hen
the jurisdiction of the County Courts was
increased the business was still to a large
extent Jleft in  the hands of the
same person ; the County Court Judge in
many cases was also the Division Couri
Judge, and the only difference was that jus-
{ice was in a measure taken 1o every mans
door. He thought it quite a reasonable pro-
position that where the jurisdiction of a
court was inereased, the judges who had to
deal with the tariff’ would consider that the
costs should also be .increased. Another
quest 1011 Was, would the Count AJ (Court .J t:dg-'-&;
bhe able to attend to the business proposea to
be placed intheir hauds, And here, it seemed
to him. was a good reason why hon, gentle-

. men opposite were so eagerly advocating this

In latter vears many junior and

'dep nty Coual y judges had been appointed,and

|

noaoubt if such a measure asthiswere passed
there would be so great an increase of the
business of the County Courts, there would
not be a county in  the Province
without its junior or Deputy .Judge. (Ap-
lause.) More than this, the County Judges
wad in many cases been

APPOINTED REVISING-BARRISTERS,

and thus a great deal of work had been
placed on their shoulders. Now, perhaps,
houn. gentlemen opposite didn't like the

Revis ‘ng-barristers to be Judges ; and if the |

County Court jurisdiction was increased, and
the worlk of the County Judges also increased
how natural it would be to say, ** Oh, the
County Judges have too much to do, we

' must relieve them from the duties of Revis-

ing-barristers, we nmust appoint other Revis.
ing-barristers,” (Applanse and laughter.)

Mr. CREIGHTON iavoured the Bill.
The House divided on the Attornev-Cen-

eral's motion for the two months hoist, which
was carried on the following division :

Y BAS. —Messrs. Awrey, Badgerow, Balfour, Ballan.
tyne, Baxter, Bishop, Blezard, Caldwell, Cascaden,
Chisholmm, Conmee, Dowling. Ferguson, Ferris,
Fraser, Freeman, Gibson (Hamilion), Gibson
(Huron), Gillies, Gould, Graham, Hagnr, Harcourt,
Hardy, Hart, Hawley, Lyon, Mcelntyre, Mac
IKenzie, MceMahon, Morin, Mowat, Murray, Par.
dee, Phelps, 1los8 (Huron). Ross (M ddlesex),
Waters -38,

NAvYS., Mesars, Baskerville, Broder, Carnegie,

Claney, Creighton, Denison, French, Gray, Ham.

mell, Hudson, Kerns, kerr, Lees, MceColman, Me.
(ihee, Meredith, Merrick, Metcalfe, Monk, Mor-
gan, Mulholland, Preston, Hobillevd, Hoss
(Cornwallp, White--25,

The House adjourned at 6:30 p.in.
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NOTICES OF MOTION.

Mr, Harcourt -Address to His Honour the
Lieatenant.-Governor praying that His Hon-
our will, in his capacity as visitor of the
Western University of London, Ontario, call
upon the Senate of said Universilty fo fur
nish a full and acecurate account of the pro-
perty of the University, and the income ar
rived therefrom, in order that the same may
be laid before this Legislature as directed by
Section S of 41 Vie., Chap. 70.

Mr, Monk--Order of the House-—for a copy
of the report of a Commission appointed in
October, 1881, to enquire into matters con-
nected with the license fund in the County
of Carleton, with all applications (if any) bs
any municipal authorities for the appoint-
ment of such Commission ; also all corres:
pondence respecting the report of said Co0'-
mission, or the subsequent dealing with the
license fund of the Countyof Carleton in col
sequence thereof,

S - -.-—-q.-l-_-.—*‘.‘-.‘._q.
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