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ACTION ON FOREIGN JUDGMENT.

Turning now to the appeal cases, we find in Noniron v. Fremnan, 15 APP.Ca3I, the House of Lords have affirmed the decision of the Court of APPeal 3
Chy.D., 344 (noted ante vol. 24, P. 203), that an action wîîî flot lie on a f0 reigt '
judgment which is flot final and conclusive.

VENDOR AND PURCHASER-CONDITIONS OF SALE--RIGHT TO RESCIND CONTIRACT.

In~ Wolcott v. Peggie, 15 App.Cas., 42, which was an appeal from the SuPre,,îe
Court of Victoria, the Privy Council held, where a sale of land had beefl "'ad
subject to a condition that the vendor might annul the sale on his being uIiable
or unwilling, to remove any objection to the title, and it appeared that th
purchasers had conditionally offered to give time for the removal of an object0fl
which they had taken, and that the vendor, on good faith, objected to the Pro'
posed conditions, and was thereupon threatened by the purchasers with 1't'ega
tion; that under these circumstances the vendor was entitled to resciid; afld
the judgment of the court below dismissing the action, which was for specificperformance of the contract, after the vendor had given notice of rescIis50l" W
therefore affirmed.

Correspolldeice.
To the Editor of THE CANADA LAW JOURNAL:

DEAR SIR,-I like your last number much, and I was pleased to see the
you had taken that very singular article from Pump Court about îi'tho
graphed signatures, wheie the judges say that the subject is one upon whChe
two men could differ-and yet they ail differ, the one from the other. o

"glorious uncertainty " stands out in bold relief-and what a nîce afliOnt
costs might have been incurred if two rich litîgants had been the parties 1tf
ested! It has often struck me that the great facility of appeal fromn Court t
court, and the possibility, or even probability, of one winning his. case and slg
it ultimately, amounts almost to a denial of justice. Especially is this the ca0e
when we consider that, affer having been encouraged to believe that he is 1ls
by judge after judge, a suitor of moderate means may be ruined by his
success, and throuoih reliance on the judges appointed, and well paid, by Godto

ment to decide his case. I would suggest that the Government be comnpel .00
pay the costs incurred by the mîstake or negligence of the j udges whose decIt ix
were reversed on appeal to the court of last resort. The judges might "0lotit, but it would certainly make them- more careful. If 1 empîoy a pr"ofe ed tO
man,land by his wantlof skill or diligence about the work which he is enPlOya%'do I suifer damage, he must indemnify me. I eriployed him relying on th eflî"cuMique in arte sua perito credendum est," and he turns out flot to be stuffi .l

perit us. The public who pay the judges* do so believing them to beprtf
Where is the fallacy?


