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tract are precise, or in that of compensation
for tire mnoney laid out. On the other band,
1iliiag v. Armitage, 1-0 Ves. 85, dccides thiat
il'a teiiaflt lays out morrey in building. &c.. in
the hope of an extended term or other, c~,
but %vitlreut tire kinewledge of the landiord, lie
bias no clairri to relief cither in law or equity.
lire question was whetlrer the present case
caille within the one rule or the other, a point
whichi of course depended upon the evidence.
Vice- O'lrance! lor Stuart, in whose court the
suit %vas originally brought, took the tenants'
view of the inatter, considering that substantial,
justie wvas on their side; and dccreed accord-
irrgly. Fromn this decision tbe case ivas taken
-direî_-t te the House of Lords, wlien Lord
Kungsdown agreed iviti the court below ; but,
Ille mai.jority of the Iearned Lords present being
cf a contrary opinion, it wvas declared that the
bill or:ght to have been dismissed. We S- 0.
join Ille following, passage frorir thiejuidgnrent
of Lord Chancellor Cranworth as euîtbodviiu"
strbstantially the vicw takien by the Iose of

ors-"If' a stranger build knowingiy uplon
my land, there is no principle of equity %whielî
prevents nie from insisting on bai ing back illy
,Iand, With aIl the additional value 'vbich tire
'Occupier bias imiprudently added to it. If a
tenant of mine does the saine thing, hie cantiot
iisist on refusing to give u p the eState lit tire
-end of bis terir. It ivas his own folly to build.
I have already statcd thatthere was no agree-
mient %with the landlord, for any further estate
or interest, but if it could have been shiovn on
tbe part of the respondent that the landlord,
believing the tenant to be ignorant of' ]is
.rights, liad purposely advised him to go on1,
tic case niight fait ivithin the samie principle
as a case of frarrd. But no such case bias heen
made out te my satisfirction)."

Thus ended this celebrated case, muitci to
the advantage of Sir John Ramsden, and
equaltlv to the detriment cf the townspeople
of ltuddersfieid, a miemnorable instance of the
danger of attempting to dispense xvith the pro-
per legal. forms of conveyancing.-Soklicitors,
journal.

RECENT LEGAL APPOINIENTS.
TIre legal consequences which flow from a

.change cf mnristry are always of intercst to
the profession, and those which, tire recent
change lias produced, both in Engiand and
Ireland, have been of more than usuai impor-
tance. 'Ile higbest office on the bench and
the ig-hest offices at the bar, are of course
necessariiy involved ini sucli a proceeding; but
both at Westminster and Dublin further
effTects have resulted from. the geing out of one
ministry and the ceming in of another, which
wec have recently witnessed. In Scotiand the
necessary changes are confined te the law-
oflicers, of the Crown, and do net affect the
bench ; and in tire instance now referred te,
ne sucir collateral results as have been, ex-
pcrienccd in Westminster Hall anrd the Four

Courts, have disturbed dlie sur eiritNv 01 tU
Parlianirent Ilotise.

The English w(-îiîtnrîs ,,,iiIV taIn,
upon us te say, have i ei nst tî..tàerur
ti tire profession. Noiru enIj be irîni*
proper than tha t tire gri r seri '. 1),i
again entrusted te Lord ( rhVIor. ir
in 1 S58, hie iras nmade Lord arcllr ti,îrîI,
were entertained as to tire mrariner in %viie
one, irbose lame bad lccu ticliied rît t1i(
Connon Law Bar, Worîid acquit lijînisellf risa
equity judge ; but the restit proved tirai
these doubits bad been uncalled for. Since ht
ieft office in 1859, Iris jid giiients ini tire Ileuse
cf Lords have stili furthetr advancedl bis repu.
tation as a lawyer. -'o mnan wvas ever more
lucid in the statemerît or bis argumiett andl
views than Lord Chelisford. We have hiad
many more learncd a.nd prnfound iaivvers, but
few Wvho could set forth their Opinions on1 any
legal question in a more ceranrd intelligibe
ruanrier. Ilis ability as a iiisi priuq advocatt
ivas univcrsally acknea ]cd(gud, andi le wa,
eiu-iy distingutishedirlen attUic bar bytire
illanner in which he corrducted art argu1nen-;
in bance. TIre qualities wlricb he lias sliown
as an appeilate jrîdge, were oniy sucb, as those
whîo knie% Iiiimi had antieipated ; aird ivîrietiier
fIre may be destincd to occupy tire woolsacir
for a longer or sîrorter pcr-iod, it rnay l)e con
fidentally expectcd that iris jnrdicial reputatio.,
will be proportionately enlranieunr.

'Eire appointinent of Sir hii ugh Cairns a,
Attorney-Getreral, was, under tire circuiri
stances, almost a iratter of' courrse. No ont
bias ever doubted bis great ability as a i:rw'er.
and Iris efficiency in tire Illsc of onilworr'
mrade hini invaluable te ariy iiaiii,t y. 2\o le:.
deserving was Mr. BovilI of Uic p)ositioni wmiel
lie liras attained as Solicitor-Gencrnl. *ssc
cessful carrer at the bar, and iris popularit,
%Nviti tire mnibers of bi.- circuit and the bat1
generaiiy, rendercd bis appointnient Ilrib
satisfactery te, tire profession. Koman eve:
more fairiy and bonourably earned the imp-3r
tant position of Solicitor-Generai tiran Mr
Bovîil; and wiratever fortune may bave ir
store for hirn, ive are persnîaded tirat hie wil,
be fourrd qualifiedl for any office te -whicli hliý
mnay be callcd.

With respect te the circunistances wiicb
led te the vacancy on tire bencbi, Wlriclr ia..
been filled up by the appointmnrt ef Si,
Fitzroy Kelly as Lord Cliief Baron of tlit
Court eof Exehequei, ive must be allowed t(
express a sincere wish tirat anytliing similar1
rnay neyer again eccur. Wheu a jîrdge fee;z
Irinself incapacitated for tire proper dischargi
eof his duties, ho ought te retire at once, anc
net wait for a change of iiistry, or arry
party or political centingency. The proceed.
ing te, which we refer was scarcely fiir te th&
bar, andl it was certaiy net satisfactory te tire
publie. But as regards the appeintment, e,
Sir Fitzroy Keljy, we may venture te, say, tha;i'
it lias been unaninreusly appreved of by th(
profession. Ris great ability, tire lrigh posi,
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