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1868 IN ENGLAND CONFLICT or LAws.

âge draf in{' or the verbiage of the statutcs,
butua a se t-cf' to this w c w ill rejcice in the
ho1 c that sonlerhing w iii corne of MFr. Shaw

Lccrssugsting of Oriîtiun' frotu the pub-
lic statute voluumes the "Public Local" arnd

H1 lbrid " Arets. 0f nica OVSs droppcd lu
Parliamnieu, auj whlich probably reappear, w e
mnay instancke as iportaut, Mr. Sha,,w Lcfea re's
Married Woruen's Property Bill, aud that of
the L'ail of Lichfield to arnend tlie Law of
Friendly Societies. As to the labours of the
Royal aud Parliarueutary Commîissious, the
Judicature Commiission, the rnost imuportaut
of aIl, bas not yet reported. Iu addition to
flus w e have liad comuussions appoiutcd to
jnure int tlic Scotchi legal systeiu, and the
naturalizatiou and. ueutrality law s, w hile tho
report of the digest of law corurisslouers aud
their echoins reîlcl i a species of cooipeti-
flon amrong the juuior Bar by the compilatiou
of speciunim of specitren digests, aud tlie
selection by the coarniussiorieis of tho thcee
gentlemeon viho arc uoxv engageci on loi-tgitge,
Bills of Exchange aud Eascuueuts.

T1uruiiug froua the Legislature aud the statute-
book to thc courts aud. the legal profession, the
past ycar bas broughlt with it very rnany judffi-
cial changes. The voteranl Lord Broughaum is
gone, aud o Ph him w o have e st Lord Cian-
îvorth, LordIWeslyae Justice Shee, also
Lord CurriclilI;- Mr. Comniissiouer Cloulburu
bas heii suc ceded iii the Baukruptcy Court
by Mr. Bacou, Q.C., and we have also Mr.
Edoard. James, Q.C., aud. Mr. Bulîcu. the
oruinrît pledrr, ai-d futor uf aluuost aIl the
youugor portion of the junior Couîmou Law
Bar. 'Iu Franice, too, fhe flic veterau Berryer
died latelv, aud, hy express invitation ou ho-
half of the PaIris Bar, lis funeral w as attcudedl
by repieseutatives of the Euglish Bar. 0f
judicial appolutiuonîs we have those of Lord
Cairns to the L.ord Chancellor, of Lord Jus-
tice s Sol\o1 o aud. Gifihrd, of Vice-Chaucellor
Jamnes, Justice Hauucu, the fliiot judgos ap-
poîiteI iiudr the Brlbrry -Act, viz., Sir A.
Cleash, Sîr W. R. Brett, aud Sir G. IIay rs,

flic aýppoinîmeunt of Mr. Justice 0'lligau to
the Lord Chanrellorship of Irelaud, aîîd lastly,
fhe elevaticu, iu avhich fhe wlhole professiuu
wvill rù'oico, of Vice-Chaucellor Wood, as Lord

Iltelcf the w oolsack.
0f judieîal decisious;-the Ilotîse of Lords

gavo an imnportanut jndgrnt lu Lcle v. J/caf-
ledge (16 W. R. 1081), ou copyight as alfoc-t-
ing alitos; w hile lu Grise11 v. Bri jstge (17
W. R. 1'23) aund Coes v. Lisioïv (ib. 105) the
Exchequer Chaîuher and the Court of Appeal
in Chauccry prououuced. alîuost siîuultaueously
upou the inuch-vexcd liabiiity of t-uc stockç
jobbers. 'l'lhe Exchequer Chaînher have also
reversed the ruliug of the Exchiequer as 10
infants' uecessalies, lu JJgydc v-I Moiicbcfl
(17 W. R. 167). lu Lan glon v. TJSile ý6 W.
R. 508), Vice-Chanîcellur Malins gaive an hoî-
portant dccision ou stock nuorîg.ages, and lu
Lloyd v. Bacnks (ib. 988), Lord Cairas fiually
set led the law of putative notice lu cases of

jucuainbrauci es malle h- a ecte c f, t. Iu
fi' Ô) (1- ï ciy , C , J' j i i o
(il). 570) Vice Chun1ceior Yaluîis deci led a
pouint siularly haie of authorit1 0o1 painent
ofa bill of exchauee, "cc/ ctp pro otest." ice,
Chancellor Giffard, lu Guest v. Il Cc7ïi

J//rgComipaeîy (17 W . L 7), illu-tîsI ced
the incoux euîcut opciation of tlie E(3 ratiou
ofJTudymnns Acts, aud iu Lyon v. Jicicïý (/5.
824) applied the cquity mIJes as to undlue lu-
flueuce to the case of a sîîrua list uiejiuni
aud au ecceutric old laîdy. F lully, the Court
of Corunon Pleas ne--ativcdl the dlairns of col--
tain ladies to the Pn ,lsuîcutary fr anchise ; aul
the decisiou of the Pi v Louricil iu the St.
Alion '8 case i.sý frcsh iu the rerc1lctiou of
ovcryoue. Iu several cas'es F 1Eluita Copurts
have ordcred the sale of railways lanid 'ahere
the liue was actually w or!ýn,,- o i accouit of
uupaicl purchase rolley. Aud we cmust riof
forget the ci-edit dlue f0 Lord Caiirns for c'car-
ing off ail aîrears of Cbaurcry ap1wasl belbre
the Lon,, Vacation.

During tlîe ye-ar a specocf Mr. juslice
Ilanneu, at the dimiur of th So licitors' BEnou-
v ont Society, again irix cd an old discussion
as 10 the propriety of aioalea tiîîg the 1w>
branches cf the profcesion - frora this topie Itho

public attenition bas I eenî diverted to te pre-
sonît sy steni of liai Education, a subject w lih
oie long wll very probably engross sfill 1110,0
attention, aud we c ope to sojue purpose. TPe
goueral clectiîu lias given lise to seule ses enty
îîr eighty petitions, o11 w hicb the new tribunal
w 111 try its pulvers ; and the dl cstablishmnî,t
of the lrish Cîîuîcl romains over foir tue neîv
ycar. Haviug thus inn, though vcry bricfly,
flîrougli the principal legal iucidenits of 1868,
'vo wîsh oui readers aud tlie profession a
happy ueo' yearý.-Sel/c/to2rs' Jociooal.
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FtitNCL ANTD At'tEPTED IN ENGLANtI.
-Bred(1(icgî v. Dec -P/n, C.P., 16 W. R. 1128.
Not lois1 ago we' noticed (12 S. Jý 400) the

case of DLbe v. Tec,(16 WV. R.tL~) whlire
it was helîl tîîat an inîlorsee of -. bill of ex-
change, drao n, accepted, and payal lin l Eng-
land, inîglît sue the acceptor bore althougli tlîe
jndorsenit avas ruade iu France, and thouglli
gooîl by Englisb was iîîvalid by French faîv

, soinew bat similar case bas coîne brfoie the
Couît of Common Pions iu Jj,,di îîîoh v. DIe-
J//n. Thîcre the bill xvas draw n uFrance,, ac-
cepted in Eîîgland, and thon 'icldorscd lu France
f0 the plaintifL Th'e indorsenieîit w as ina uj
by the French but good. by thie Engli-li laav.
The question w as, could tPe plaintif, claiîuing
urider this inîlorseuemî, sue tue aceptein l
England. The roaterial distinction Ietaveen
the two cases is that lu Lebeil v. locithe
billh a as dî aiwnl iî Egland, weirea s iu J/jod-
le cg v. De /l/c it w as dravu lin France.

An olîler case, inbeiy v. V/gnic, (1 Bing.N.C. 151), dlecided long aso that aabere a bill
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