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ceeingnioarcu~,these were conisitired «as un necessary formnalities,
Und rejec-îcd. T liey, Ilion, enacted Iaws in thoeir own manies, and alto
-the style ofprsainwic vs tised inthe earlier edicts, was
chianged for tho iisperative dociaration of an absolute Legislator, " voit-
Ions, commandons et ordonnons, car tel est notre plaisir," anti for te
deliberative voice of the council, was substituted the practice of verify-
ing ai cnregistering the royal ordinances in tise Parliamients or Sover-
îeign Courts of those Jurisdictions Io which te King îholught proper bo

exadthem ; a practice Nvichel ivas continuod, without deviation, un-
tii it became a lunidarnental mnaximn in French Jurisprudence, recognis-
ed, equally, by the Prince and by the People, tisat no Lawv couid be
pubhiihd iii aay other manner, and that no ordinance could have any
eleet, or bind the inhanbitants of auy particular Jurisdiction, before it
ivas verified anti enreisterod, by the King's ordor, in the Soveroign
tribunal of that Jurisdiction. (1) Unider the sanction of thi:i maximn, tite
Parlianients of France, at varioustfîmes, refused to verify and enregistor
particular ordinances, wiicli iîoy conceived to be oppressive to tise
subjecî, or subversive of the constitution, %vith a spirit and constancy.
whicis reflected the iihst hionor on their memnbers, but bore no po
portion to tIse power which they opposd.-In soine instances of thecir
opposition, tihe King voluntariiy abandoîîed tise obnoxibus Laiv; iii
others, tise Parlianejnt, on their part, thoughit it most prudent to subrnit,
and obeyed tise royal coinmnasds, eontenting thisonsolvetj ivitli anentry,
purporting dthatiseenrogistry ivas inadehy compulsion, "4ex iteratîvo
.et exçpresso mrtndato Regis." (2) But, wlienever instances have occur-
red in which the Parlianients have inflexibiy refused to enregister an
ordinance wlsich the King had deterniined 10 carry int.o execution, tise
plenitude of the royal powver has atrorded a rezucdy for their refusai.
Upon such occasions, the King repaired, iii porson, to the Parliamient
and lield a"( lit de Justice. " Ho took possession of that seat, wvhic.it
lie wvas supposed at ail fimes 10 occupy, and commianded lte ordinance
to be read, veriied and registcrcd in his presence-for, bein-, the So-
vereign, and personaliy present, fice Parliamient %vas liel ien to have
no authority, according 10 the principle, advenicnie princiecst
.Mag-istratzs, a principie ivhich tise constitution of France seemns to
have recognîzâd,and ivhich most efiectually defeated every effort of lier
Parliaments 10 limnit and control tise Crown, in te exercise of a ,su-
preme legisiative a uthority. (3)

"4 Ordonnance," is a gonerie terni, comp relienilding, in its most ex-
tensive application, every rul of conduct prescribed by tise Sovereiga
t0 his subjects isperson, as the Royal Edicts, Declarations, and .8r-
rds du Roi ezs son Conseil, or by lEs aut/uority, as the bye-laws of
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