
Arts. 17 k 1s. The. articles 17 and 18, not in tl French code have beeî
added; the former relating t the effect of legal constraint, and
thé other to contracts for delivering persons constrained by
third parties. They èmbody rales found in the Roman lexts
and also in Pothier, and are substantially in conformity -with
articles in the code of Louisiana.

t. (23,) The article 21 (23) laying down the general raie with respect
to the effect of lesion against minors,differs from the article 1305
of the French code, relating to that subject. The latter article
has admited of a variety of interpretations, under which

7 Tullier, 56» videly conflieting opinions ure maintained by the commenta-
37ma&seq. tors. It is scarcely necessary to say that the Commissioners
Te, î have endeavored to avoid the amigîity of expression which

10 Duranton, has led t so mach discussion, and they believe they have
Marcadé, S3 declared in unequivocal terrns, the rule which prevails in our

a sene law.

Art ( The article 25 (27) exposes the existing law by which minors
P. C.25. may be relieved fron the covenants contained in their marriage

contracts ; but the Commissioners recommend that the article
C. N. 1309 1809, of uhe French code, be adopted, inslead of our rule. The

change suggested in the law, renders the wvhole series of articles
on this subjecet, consistent and reasonable.

C. N. 131-1. The Connnissioniers also recommend that the ruile established
by the article 1314 of the Frencli code lin relation to the
alieiation of the real properiy of minors be adopted in pre-
ference to the rule of our law declared in the article 29 (31.)

Art. (3]ý» 'They think that even vith reference to the interests of that ciass
P>. C. 2

of peisons and certainly on grounds ofpublic'policy, whenever
ihe law lias provided specific forms and solemnnities in dis-
posing ofthe i-ights of minors of whatever description, and these
forns and solemnities have been observed, the minor ought
to stand in ihe same position with respect To relief from his
obligation as persons of the age of najority.

A 3 Upon the article 31 (33) which sets forth the cases it' wvhich
P. C.31.' persons of the age of majority may be relieved on the ground of

lesion, the Commiassioners propose an amendment taling away
that right in all cases. This goes beyond the article of 1he

C, N 1313 French code, but rnay easily be shewn to bg more consistent
with hIe cireumistances and the state of society in this country

5 Confer. du than tlie old. rule. The wisdom of thbe article 1313 retaining
Code Civil par the old rale iai a modified form vas gyreaîly doubted and anJuriscon-c
sule, p. o long and earnest discussion arose upon it. After a careful

reading of tha discussiôn and an examination of the grounds
assigned for the rule as wellin the Roman texts as by the
commentators, there seems to be no sound reason upon which
in this country, where real property is transferred so easily and
made an object of daily speculation, a person in the full ex-
ercise of his rights should be relieved from imprudence in this
description of contract more than in any other. The rule vio-
lates that integrity of contracts upon which the Com'missioners
throughout the tille have been anxious to insist and they
have no hesitation in recommending the adoption of the article
suggested by them in amendment of the present law.

The article corresponding with arti:le 1304 of the French
c code is omitted in this title for the purpose of transferring it to

contrar the title of prescription,

S. 3. The articles numbered frou 32 to 40 contain rules for the
InterPretaflon interpretationof contracts which might perhaps be better left
At. (43) to as matter of doctrine to the courts. It is evident these rules

32 are not imperative, but merely directory of the manner in
C. N. 116 io which the judge shall seek out and determine the meaning of

a contract. The only difference between the articles submnitted
305 and 0.33. and those of the French code consists in the wording, derived
Favard, Vo. from Pothier or founded on the suggestions of the commentators.
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