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lie bas made a transfer of bis rights of succes-

sion. The plaintiff answers that it is true lie

bas made a cession, but the transfer bas not
been signified, and the defendants cannot avail

themselves of this ground;- that, besides, the
transfer had been resiliated and annulled pre-
vious to the action, and lie produces a paper

sous seing privé showing the resiliation. The
defendants have made no proof against this

document, and there can lie no reason for not

giving it force. The defendants do not contest
the ownership of the succession claimed, nor

the defendant's qual ity of hein. Tbey muet

give back the succession and nender an account,
as prayed.

Independently of this resiliation, the action
as instituted would be well brouglit. See
Pothier, DJroit de Prorpriété, Nos. 369, 393.

Notwithstanding the sale of bis rights of

succession, the vendor always continues heir

and third parties are entitled to consider him.

sucli. Sec Troplong, vol. 2, No. 979.

In the present case there lias been no signifi-

cation of the cession, and it is without effect
as regards third parties. Troplong, Nos. 884,
885, 886. Pothier, Vente, Nos. 550, 554.

The judgment in Berthelot v. Theoret, invoked
by the defendant, is not applicable. In that
case there was signification of the cession.
Everything was different, the cause. of action
and the condition of the parties.

The judgment is as follows:

The Court, &c.

Considering that the plaintiff lias proved the
allegations of bis action ; that he wus entitled to
dlaim the succession devolving to, him, from bis
father, and of which the defendants are in
possession;

Considerizug that the defendants are not well

founded in the exception which. they invoke,
by reason of the transfer which tbey allege has
been mnade of this succession by the plaintiff,
inasmucli as It ie proved that the cession had
been annulled before the institution of the
action, and as such cession, even if not resiliated,
so long as it was not signified, could not entitie
the defendants to oppose it to the cédant;

Considering, &c., &c. Judgment for plaintiff.

S& Pierre I Co. for plaintif.,
.Doutre é- Co. for defendant.

A GREAT cHANcELLOR.

The great chancellors are few in 11,11ber-
They appear but once in a generatiOfl Those

of our own country may be counted UPOfl the

fingers of one band; while the mother u1tý
except for the longer duration of hier iudicî"î

bistory, has been scarcely more .prolific. g

the purpose of this paper to sketch in flin

the career of one of the few -,one who receîved

the great seais soicly as the reward of juldicia1 '

menit, who beld them. for a longer period t*$1

any of lis predecessors, and who wasi ris,
generation, the foremost figure in English' junS
prudence.

-John Scott, the future Lord Eldon, 'Wasbt

at Newcastle on June 4, 1751, the day big

Qtherwise memorable oniy as 7the blithday O

George III., the sovereigu whom. he afterwOàds

served so wel. His father was a coalfltter o

decent station in life, and of snfficieflt 0ieso
to afford bis sons John and Williani, Lho wo

afterwards the celebrated adrniralty judge, Lr

Stowell, good educational advantages. ,coter

early education was bad at the Free Graeoar

Scbool in Newcastle, and on Mayl 5th 1776r

when scarcely fifteen years of age, he

culated at University College. Oxford.il~C
lege life was uneventful, and on Fbl'
20, 1770, hie received his Bachelor's degree. di

continued in residence at the universitYx an

successfuily competed for the chancelions8 Prise

for the best composition in English Prose, îl

subject being: 99The Advantages and Dis-

advantages of foreign Travel."

R1e was intended, originally, for theC

but the change in bis circumstances tub

about by hie marriage forced him. to abandon bis

orgnlplans. Soon after receiving his (e"
lie became acquainted witlî a Miss Surteeg9 the
daughter of a banker at Newcastle, and aSt'

year's engagement, their union beilg O
by the parents of both, they were colfpel ed
resort to a runaway match, with the ugll~
companiments of ladder and postchie e

ing Newcastle, they drove ail night, andree

next morning the village of Blackshiel,00'-
Edinburgh, where they were marrid Nove1ier-

19, 1772. The Scotto soon relented"tO'vard tIie
Young couple, and they were invited tO t&ke P '
their residence under the paternal roof.fb
Surtees family withheld their blesig 'P

the runaway match for a longerpel
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