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it mav truthfully be said that little had been "done towards build-Hing up an), systemn of mercantile Jaw in Englatnd," and that *"no
establishied principle " had been produced ; ona're, who had stolen
that " true bod%.' atîd where was it ? To ail this the professor
said, " 1 do flot see thit it calls for a serlous replv."

1 also pointed out that at the end of the i150 years Lord
Mani;fieid set to work to (Ievelop a body of rules for himself.
I>rofessor liurdick acknowledges this lie savs that Lord Mans-
field

"Reared a special body of jurymen at Guildhall, who were generally
retatned in aHi commercial cases to be tried there. He was on terms of

t rfamiliar intercourse with them, flot only converin&, freely with them, but
i nviting them bo dine with hini. From thern he learned the usages of
trad,. and in return lit took great pains in explaining t0 then the principles
-)f jurisprudence iîy which they were t0 be gutded . .When a mer
canItile case came 1),-fcre him, he sought 10 discover flot only the mercantile
usage which was involved. but the legal principle underlying it...
The great study bas been to fiîid sorte general principle, flot only to rule
the j)ari:ular case urtder consideraîton, but serve as a guide for the future.

* . was froni such sources, and front the current usages of mer-
chants. that he undertook to develop a body of legal rules which should be
frec froin the techrucalitv of the common law, and whose principies shail
be so l>road, and sounid. and just as to commend themsel',es to ail c.ourts
in ail C(>ultflcs.-

And I ventured bu ask XVlîv ail this bother ? That -"truc body
of law ' which had existed in England -for several centuries
prior to Cokes tirme must have been (liscoverable somewlicre and
somehow. Why did flot Mansfield hiunt it up ',Why îlot issue a

gyencrai warrant," if need be, for its production ?Thousands of
people knew it bv hea.rt, and had been swcaring to it, hoping for
g'encrations to get the judges eîiiightcîîed upon the subject. Why

j ~ fot call another wvitncss ? Hiistory does not tell us that anybody
j had stolen ail of thein, too. Why did Mansfield undertake " to

devecl'>p a body of legal rules "? \Vas it because theretof'ore " no
cstablislicd pri nciple " had been " produced " ? If so, how couldJ',there have been, prior to Manîsfield, «I a truc body of law in Eng-j land %%hich w~as known as thc ILaw Merchant "? And the onl1y
answcr s, 11 1 do flot sec that it calîs for a serious reply."

ELndcavoring to sink the Law~ Merchant notion, I linked it with
the " Cor-ninon 1Law "-' the most impudent prebendier of a]l these

pantomn law~s "(e--but perlîaps I tlid not suffcientlv provc that

frt ThIe L.aw of Nature , the Law of Nations'; the l.aw of &iod ; the Law of

Rea*o i the Ladw lr the I'ni',erýe, &C.


