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'aid that they were of the opinion that the lex loci contractOs or
"4tn10is 'should rule in all cases of prescription of personal
*etions. No authority was quoted, no argument made to support

the Proposition. " Je pense," said again Mr. Justice Caron, " que
jlge Mondelet a bien jugé en disant que c'était d'après la loi

de lieu où avait été fait le billet ou bien de celui où il avait été

i payable que la cause se devait décider; cda tant, d'après
Preuve, la prescription n'était pas acquise, et le défendeur a été

bel condamné." By cela étant, does the learned judge intend to
eolvey the idea that the proposition he enunciated should be
neepted as a matter of course. The question, however, is ex-
trenlely complicated and difficult; and as it is the only point
Worthy of any notice in the decision of the learned judges, we
shall say nothing further of the judgment of the Court of Queei's

~eruch; and we will now endeavour to show that the rule laid
deWn by Mondelet, Drunimond, and Caron, JJ., is unfounded iii

, and that the lex' fori should govern in all cases.

Relying upon the authority of Boullenois, Pardessus, Félix,
T'roplong and Savigny, Mr. Justice Mondelet drew the conclu-

on "that the truc doctrine is that the prescription of the place
> payrnent must govern, and where the place of payment is not
sPeified, then that of the place where the contract was created."

13oullenois holds the law of the place of payment, and if no
Dlace of payment be specified, the. law of the domicile of the
debtor, and not, as the learned judge asserts, the lex loci (o-

The old French comnientators, moreover, do not appear to con-
'er ina the opinion of Boullenois.

uDunod, t contends that the law of the domicile of the debtor,
at the tine of the contract, governs.

Merlin ‡ quotes two arréts of the Parlement de Flandre, the
oirst Of the 17th July, 1692, the second, of the 30th October,

d05, which held the law of domicile of the debtor at the time
of the institution of the action to rule in all cases of conflict of
P2Mrsonal prescriptions; and he further reports another case which
Originated before the Code Napolcon, and was decided in the
l'Ime sense by the Cour de Bruxelles, on the 24th September,

1814.
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