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I ilWKuj^aiii Itct'ii I'litni^tPfl li) the Vi.tlmi witli tin

rt'K|MiiiMtl>ilit\ III' ((liiiiij^' .1 lieu oilitioii <>J' this tnafi-i".

If niijjlit II. .t iihiiiituriilly li.' su|ijw»sefl tlint ilu I.im

"i>r(l liiiil, litfoif now, liccii >*ai<l on tlic iirihriplrs

a|(|ili<al)lt' to till' s|M'<ifii' poif'urniainf ul' iuiitra<t> in

llnjfliHh law : l>iii, m a matt. . "— t, in tlic .oium' ..I

fill' jtoriud -inailv "ijilit viais han i'la|i.s(Ml -»iii.c

till' |iul>liratinn i»t tlio Kuiiitli ., >ii. inoir tliaii n

liuudiod and twiiity .asos have lircn mpuitcd, and ai<'

rited in tin- pii'sent volume, uliiih iiitliidi' not nifivly

ilhistiations nt' thosr piiuiiplc's, luu also sonic intdcsi

ing divflopmtnts of tlu-ni. Such, t'oi instance, arc

llnHitt V. E'lil ,</ Diiilhi/^ disi iHsiiijf the },'round and
limits ot a purchaM'r's ri«,dif o| repudiation; Mi'i-'inr'.

liinthfrs V. .\fi<isiiri>, on interde|MMideiit contract.s : and
fi> Stiiikliji, |Ktintiiig out the \eiy wide applicaliilil v of

f he doctrine of vendor's lien.

Something, too, has for the first time been said in

this Edition on a tpiestion at present undecided, namely,
the |Miwer of the Crown to sue, ami its liahility to \w

sued, for speific perforinaiiec.

But. for the most pari, my ta.sk has consisted in the

re--tatement, with sundry additions and modifications,

of m.itters alreaily familiar, in tiie form and inaniuM' ol

their presentment, to the English speakinn' l''gi»l world.
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