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legicIation, the constitutional evolution of Egypt la of excep-
tional importance; for Eg,,,-,t is an international mierocoaxn,
and the government there has to fa#-e practically the inter-
national legisiative and judicial problems which in other 'statea
are stili largely academie. This book, therefore, of M. Vercamer
ho.s an application which goes beyond its immediate subject; and
lucidly writ.ten and excellently doeumented as it la, it rnay be
reeommerded to the notice of jurists as well as to those who are
concerned w,.th the constitutional progress of the old-new centre
of civilization.-The Law Qiaertcrly.

E VIDENCE OF 1p1RVIOU u~coxVICTONS.

The Coart of Cçitiinal Appeal, this week, lin quashing the
conviction of an appellant frorn the London Quarter Sessions,
pushied to the fullest extent the doctrine that evidence of the
previous conviction of a prisoner inay nlot be given at the trial.
In the case in question.' the chairman of the sessions liad inad-
vertently asked a question of the prisoner, whiehi résulted in an
admiission that he hiad previously heen convîcted, and, in 3pite of
the fact that lic endeavoured as far as possSible to counteract the
effect of the admission in charging the jury, the court heieu that
the conviction ought te be quashed. There la, of course, a well-
known general ruie of law, applicable houh to civil and criminal
cases, that nothing niay be given in evidence whieh does not
directly tend to the proof or disproof of the issues -aised. Thus
in Makii v. Atforiey-Ocnc(ral for New South Wales, 17 Cox
C.C. 704, the Privy Council laid down that "it is undouhtedly
not competent for the prosecution to adduce evidence tending to
shew that the accused lias ben guilty of Priminal aets other than
those covered by the indict.inent, for the purpose of leading te
the conclusion that the accused ia a person likely, froin his con-
duet or character, to have comnimitted the offence for which he is
tried." This prineiple was 'ilso referred to by Mr. Justice


