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Hon of tho class of casas whicli tho Go.'
| labi _ Casos which the Go.
| %ljlml_limt now propose to withdraw from
1 an offective: schome of law reform
‘[ #hould ba directed to; . alteration of the
| procedure ﬁ!‘lﬂﬂh rt, not to a trans.
“:;anunu of “its jurisd fon' to another, |
n the other hand, if the Supremo
Court procedure {s already satisfactory,
the present proposal s deprived of all
protext and Justification.  Bat what ix in
fact tho composition of the Court to which
this inmonsg increase of power is to bo
;iﬂ:!‘ I As the law stands it nmay consist
(| OF a Specinl Magistrate and two Justicos
Jof the Peace, the two Justices having
|powar to overrule the Magistrato—a
power to be remembored particularly in
relation to the utter lask of discrimina.
:.Eun nhuwu[ in the appdintment of Jus.
JHees; or it may consist of a Special
A Magistrate and a Jury of four, :h_.ri: of

1 L] v * &
whom my return o verdick,  This is the

tribunal  to whoso guardianship and
‘|tonder ~ mercies the property and
\ rﬁ;%(ﬁtinm of the citizons of this)
province are to bo . delivered up|
if the Promier should havoe his Wy,
\What prospects of appeals to higher
tribunals aro thus opened to canse the
leading lawyera to bless the advent of
this schemo of law reform which would
play so thoroughly into their hands!

Wo &ast no slight on Justices of the
Peaco or on Juries of threo when wo
topeat—what thomselves would admit—
that they are ungualified for duties
of such difficulty and responsibilities of
such magnitude. The reckless’ Fﬂ"j" of
the proposal is aggravated, if possible, ,b}'
tho provisions of section 34, which
to all inténts and purposes puts an end
to the present power of removing
casos of exceptional difticulty and wmpor-
tance from the Local into the Suprome
Court. Sometimes it is wise to dis.
courage appeals, but in this ono
the inference 1s that the Supreme
Court is not fit to bo trusted with even
this measure of controlling power over
the naturally inferior tribunal. By sec-
tion 32 the unfortunato litigant 1s 11:::-
prived of yot auother safeguand. No
appeal is to bo allowed—subjoct to an
exception which would probably prove
to ba such more in wname than
jin  fact—when the sum in  dis-
pute is less than £100. Up to this
amount Justices of the Peace are
to bo infallible. Thoy are to have
no fear of nny control or eriti-
(gism in a certain  class  of poor
people’s cases, and apparontly judg-
ments which may be given in defisnce
of the law and of equily aro placed boyond
posaibility of rovorsal. If any alteration
is required in the present systom ?f
‘appeals it should consist in fixing thoir
maximum cost, so that a litigsnt may
know oxactly what ho has to faco—not
in dopriviog him of a rosource tbw_lutul}*
essontial to the proper administration of
justice. Section 27 of the Bill provideathat
any agreciment botween nolic tor and -IillE'l.'l nt
in the matter of costs shall be in writing, !
signed by the clieat, and attested by a
Justice of the Peave—a courtequs and
dolicate suggestion that the members of
the profession to which Mr, Kingston
belongs are addicted to the practice of
forging their clients’ signatures ! Hootion
28 granta to cliontd s dispermation from
| thhe obligation of keeping faith with thoir
logal advisers, and ouables ,them to
recover from such advisers money freely
and voluntarily paid to them ax costs
in pursusnce of an express agrogment,
Some lawyers' bills aro absolutely mon-
“but an sgreemont ix an agreo:
" ond o should be sorry to beliove
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i n all’ mattors really in
ditl ir#nﬁﬂ-lwm‘- -pﬁrﬂqfuqi_-q
all/mterinl evidedon aifecting the sate, and
to pronsiucs judgment therson without un-
necossary delay, and to the sub-
ntantial morita of the case without mgard to
technicalities or rueations of form, practice,
or procedure. w )

** All mattors peally in differonce" are to
bo decided whether brought before the
Coukt by the pleadings or not, and “*all
material ovidenco” is to be heard. If
this moans all legally admissible evidence
|the law is unchaoged; if it means all
ovidonce, whothor legally admissible or
noty it would at least bo mdvisabloe to say
B, :

No regard is to bo paid to ‘techni-
ealitios,” but what is a technicality I Such
techuicalitios as those which have been
50 industriously brought forward in the
Harrold caso? or any rule of law which is
disliked by tho person using thoe term?
The provision is one for the purposo
of enabling Magistrates and Justices to
dectde upon  the rights of litigancs
at * their own swest  will, instoad
of in obedionce to the law of the land -
but in roality it docs not involve tho
slightost shadow of the slightest shado of
roform.  Thaon no rogard 15 to be paid to
“*questions of form, practice, or proco-
dure,”  Considering that the present Bill
consists largely of now rules affeoting
form, practice, and procedurs, it is some-

drt in overy cave shall endeaviue to

what sucprising to find a clauso in it

dirooting Courts to take no notico of
them, In asscssmont cases undor the
' Lands Clsuses  Consolidating Act and
the Succossion Daties Act parties
are doprived by scction 45 of the
assistance of counsol.  This. provision
may. prova oxtromoly advantageous to
the Crown, sinea it effsctively proevents
tho subject from insisting too punecti-
liously upon his rights. Whilst upon
this track, why did not Mr. Kingston
oxtend his excursions further and restore

'the oll rule that prisoners wera nod

allowed to defond thomselves by coun-
isel? The difficultios at present put
in tho way of successiul prosecution
by the pormission of advocacy in the
Criminal Courts might bo overcome with
advantago to the Crown, and as for con-
siderations of justico to the subjoct —
waoll, why think of such triflos !  After so
much disappointment ono turns with
reliof to a sob of provisions in the Bill
which are not unjust or pernicious, but
murely absurd. Part VIL is ontitled
‘*Judicinl Roforonces,” and provides that
persons between whom any mattor is in

for tho opinion of a Judge of the
Supromo Court or a  Speaial Magin-
trato, that the matter shall bo privately
decided without evidenso or argument,
and that tho decision shall ba final ani
enforceable as a judgment. When some
sage shall discovor parties to a disputo
who ageee upon all the facts, who arc
capablo of stating thoso facts in a com-
plote and intelligible form without logal

laats would T tapabo of
e e o 1o
Ut 5 which e have
delusive clauses which
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assistanco, and who are sufficiontly in.
differont to their rights to disponse with
professional advocacy, this, part of the
proposed Act will come into operation and
will prove to boa dofinite stop towards
tho legal millenniam ; but, while the neces-
pary oxplomtion is being made, may wo
enguire why section 7 provides that the
declalons on such reforences shall not ho
‘cited an procedents | We hayve given somo
of the choicest gema to be discovered in
the latast edition of that annual serial —
tho Law Reform Bill—but many others
may be found without difficulty, and all
aro well worth proservation. As real law

dimputo may agroo to state a  casel

| will, in the interests of poor litigants ana
redused litigation, troat this fantastio
mosauco #s it deserves to botreated. If
B noxt yoar t}ll.‘mh-dﬁﬂ‘itnﬁ;lﬁﬁ?;mﬁﬂmj
of the segjal,. " R I T

~sformers we hope that thlblhhtun
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money outsde, Noomatter :
uonus of the examination were. a |
continue to carry on his sfodies if
them, Mo wanted greater froedow in the
1raction of law, “and projposed that a
could employ auy frend 10 wiaje
in Local Courts, A bush lawyer wis
better than o lawyer at all.” 1t woul
o mistake Lo mu-na the jurisdiction of
local Court from 2400 to L2000 1o
country. Colirte. It might be applicd to 1
Adelalile Coutrt.  JI it were done thers
should be power givets (o rric
have the case pomoved to the Adelaide
Court sirnight  awa o, Uounlry  Courts
| were domg good work, "butl it wak possihle
to overdo Jt.  Many of the eountry S\
(were nol able to) qualily. theusclves for
(the work expeeted of them awing Lo weani
of time. They had o conslantly travel
h]'-"_f”-lt. ."'!" solthern BAL "on a caas
wing | cited maid it was  too  recent
for him,, as he had hid ne tide for study,
Had there been an appeal the decision
would almoest certainly have been reversed.
Fhe subunary proceddre civil cases would
be found & uselul provision, and that par
[} ”i[‘! il l.!l.".'l.:“hb.: '-(il]‘i |-I~.‘Ii:11if.l.:l.l"r' lu::.&r-
ing would be found very good iudesd, Hea
‘objected Lo elause 52 providing for the rajs
ing of the amount of appeal from £330 to
£100, bEven £30 was (oo Ligh, Part
Vii,, relating to judicial reference, was'a
slepoin the nght direction,

Mr. Homburg foared that laymon woald not
realizo Loges {onaded upon the Bill, with
sOrao provisions of which bo was disappointed,
As a malier of drafting the woeasure. was
unIquo in its comprolicnsivoness, aod was not
n econverbont form ia which to offect altora-
tionn in tho Insolvency and Local Court lawe
Ho did not like the proposod abalition of the
School of Lawan the University, |twas troe
that the Attornoy-Goneral and othors had
attained status without a Univessity training,
hut wheu toey entered inte thoir articles the
University wan not establishied. There had
been a good deal of discossion in the Hotse
o tho question of placing a Univemsity
or. higher | oducation withia roach of
childron, and why shioald A lower atatus be
brought about for the' iegal profsscon. [t
was low enough at present, and shoald be
raised rathor than reduced. 'There was not
anothoer trade or profossiva whbre a three-
yoars' courss snablecd a man to besome 'w
maxter,  (Mr. Hutchwson—That is oaly in
somo subjecty.  Mr, Kinpston—Some of that
which is tauzht at the University is trash.)
Ho resonted that.  (Mr, Kianston—1 saidit in
150 and you did not diagree with it asl
shall show youo.) The Premier was conltinu-
ally raking up speechos against bon. membes
for the benelit of his own illostrations, bat'ke
resontod anything on the samo roore being
eatid apainst wembem of the Miuistey. «He
changed his Bills session alter ssssion, bak it
was alwayd a virtue with him, never & fioa
The Guvernuient wore asogotiatine with the
University for the training of public teachom,
but wanted to sonil vur the institution in
reapoct to law teaching. Decauvse a litile mors
than was nocossary wad taught it was oo
reasonn why tho wholo cousse mhould be
abolished by Act of Parlistocat.  What were
the objectioon to the present syatem? (Mr.
Hutebhison—A man canool garn & liviog while
studying.) They could restify I.I'llll in the
Bill, o would offer no vobjeckion  »o
long as the ‘slandacd of learning, peac
tically and  thspratically,” was  attaioed,
Tho Eill woald affoet sll tha Aunstralidn Caolo-
nioa excopt Waatora Auvsimlia, Boesise bar-
risters coming here from the other eolonies
woulidl bs debarna] froim practising bom simply
bocanso they did not lowoer theic standand to
that of ours, A mancould atudy at thakigheat
Universitioa of England and secire tre bea)
qualitications, and yet ho would notbe ad-
mitted Bore, . (Me, I:mlm*tﬁ:m thiak
it is nessssary to go home 10 » {ﬂl'_
Inw?) Thatwas not the question.  Was it &
fodoral spirit? Lo - mssist to
toos on # faie and ressonable scale. II some
mombors thought that this Bill was te
ourtail long iriala they woold be 9
disappointed, 1T the weavara had beea L
whon Harpold Drothera caval the bearing
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