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PKEFATOllY NOTE.

In ll'iillao »» III, llimtvri nn Aimriciin Iteporter bns givoii un
the libtory of his English iirwlecessors, from the Ye»r BiHiks
downwards, in n Ir)im whicli providen not only solid instruction
but Also iixcoljent reading. Except for lists of reports and nn
occasional note. Wallace ends with the yeiir 1770, the date of the
Declaration of Indeiwndence, after which English cases cease to
lie binding :.i American courts." The present compilat'jD
includts Reporters from the year 177« down to the commence-
ment of the Law Reports in IHIi,-. U conta" is a description of
each set of Reports, followed by judicial f other comments
upon them, with a short biographical nt m each Reporter
and the names of the Judges whose judgments he has reported.
The present Part includes House ol Lords, Privj Council and
Chancery Reports, liiographical notes of the Judges, limi' d
to such iiarliculars as bear uiwn their legal attainments,
added in an appendix ond are followed by an hides of Judj-
Reporters and Reports contained in the volume. The collection^
it is hoped, will be of use to the student in estimating the value
of any set of reports as a whole. The experienced practitioner
has acquire<l the necessary information by his own research or
by tradition

; yet to him, also, a ready means of reference to
criticisms on reports may sometimes be useful.

The writer is indebted to several friends and especially to
Reporters, past and present, for advice and suggestions. It is
upon such advice, where written record is not to be found, that
he has ventured to offer a general opinion on the quality of the
reports described.

• It is said that the editor's matter in the 4th edition of Wallace (t8M)
it not always to be relied on. The 3rd edition (1855) U praised by Sir
Justice Vaughan Williams in delivering the Judgment ol the court In
FarraUv. HmUch (18.19). .5 C. B. (X. S.) at p. 855. The present .liler is
inlormed on good authority that the hook was a favourite of the Ute Mr
Justice WiUes'.



ui Prefatory Note

Where ^he Bources of iuformation are so numerous ill is
impracticable to specify all, but acknowledgment is made to the
foUowing works: WaUacr m the IhporUr,, Soule's ia«-»«-'.
\Iamial. Marvin's £,,,/„( BibUograiih!,. Kent's Commentarie,,
Bndgmans L,yal BiUmimphy, Law List. L,„v Joarnal, Law
riHU,, SolmUir; Jourml, Chitty's Equity Intkx, Cave's TabU
of Report, before the Law lleporti, Lord Campbell's Live, of the
Chaneelhra and Lives of the Chief Justice,, Foss's Judge, of
Eiiifland, Bmyraphiea Jnridica, and TahuUe Ciriale,, Daniel's
History of 'he Law Reports, Sir Frederick Pollock's First Book of
Jiiruprudenee, Atlay'a Vietorim Chancellors, Manson's Builder,
of our Law, the prefaces to the volumes of the Revised Report,,
neTim, newspaper, Boase's Modern Enylish Bi<«/raj'7ii/,Haydn's
Book of DignUirs, and the Dictionary of Xational Bioqraphy.

It is proposed to include in a Second Part common law and
misceUaneous reports, -ncluding Reports in all the rourts.

A compilation of this kind must greatly depend for its
usefulness upon material suppUed by members of the profession
out of then- experience and the compiler wUl be grateful for
further information or suggestions.'
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A HANDBOOK OF
ENGLISH LAW EEPORTS.

INTRODUCTION.
It has been said that the law reporter is a pillar of the Consti-
tution (o), and the statement can hardly be disputed when we con-
sider that the pubUsned reports of decisions in the Supreme Courts
constitute the evidence of a great part of the Law of England (b).

Lord Bacon said that as Reports are more or leas perfect, so the
law itself is more or less certain, and, indeed, better or worse (c).

Therefore pubUshed reports, like other evidence, require sifting
to enable us to form a true estimate of their value. In con-
sidering a set of reports as a complete work, some of the following
questions are suggested: What were the quaUfications of the
reporter ? Under what circumstances were his reports published ?
Did he himself take notes of the cases or did he borrow, and from
whom ? Were the reports published during his lifetime or edited
by others after his death ? Were they prepared by him with a
view to publication ? What opiuions as to the authority of his
reports have been dcUvered by judges and learned writers?

(o) Sat. Jfei)., S2iid October, 1910, p. 612.

.. ,»J'
'"'?.

u*"
P"'"«!f MaitlMid .peaks of the historical value of report. :Wlen aU has been said that it is tair to say of England's wealth of legalr«>rd«, the truth remains that the histor,. of Engli.,h law from the da3Kdwari I. to the days of Edward VII. must bc%rimarily «,ught, nM Sn

records P™perly ^..called, but m reports. To this may be added that in theway of mteUectual products medieval Enghind had nothing more purelyEngUsh to show than ite aw reports, its Year Books. Inlml^Hon to tlii Yea,

SL^Q h m 1^^ ";.ScUen Society, 1903, p. ii. See aUo the intro-
duotion to Holdsworth s HuUmj of EnglM La«. vol. i. j and on the subject of
Report, as records of law, see Sir Frederick Pollock's FiM Book o/ Juruvru-
deH«, third editK>n,pp 287-314 J Professor Dicey. Law and PMic OfMon
IB Ert^nd danng the Atntlefnth Century, pp. 359-308

(c) Touching Ok Amendment oj Lam.
F.1,.11,

,



2 Handbook of Law Reports

What are the special features of the several editions ? Althoogh

such questions apply more especially to the earlier reports they

cnnnot be disregarded in the case of some which belong to the

nineteenth century {(l). In 1762, Sir Michapl Foster writes that

" many of t)io haaty, indigmtM things, called repnrtji of adjudged oaaM . . .

mere fragmento o( learning, the rumu>agc of dead inen'« papers or the first

rssays of young authora, have been the bane and scandal of the law conflidered

us a science founded upon principle," He calls *hem " the igna falui of the
profession ; they always bewilder the reader, and frequently mislead him " (f ).

Watkina, in 1800, bewaila the manner in which many cases

are reported, and adds :
*' Consider how soon a reported case

becomes what i called * authority,' and consider how soon

authority shoulders out common sense "
(/).

The report, properly so called, is distinct, on the one hand,

from the newspaper report, which in modem times has supphed

the public with particulars considered to be of general interest,

and, on the other, from the record of the Court, which registers

the substance of the judgment, but not the reasoning on which it

" The object of the record is a decent finality : * interest reipublics ut
sit finis litium.* The object of the report from the very first is soienoe, juris,

prudence, the adranoement of learning " (g).

The report may be a short note or outline of the decision prepared

for immediate pubUcation, but to be superseded by the fully deve-

lopt'd report, and not to be cited when the fuller report is available.

A distinction of importance was formerly drawn between what
were described as authorized and unauthorized, regular and
irreguhr, reports. The practice of submitting reports to the

judges for approval before pubUcation is of long standing. Plow-

den submitted his reports as drawn out to the judges and Ser-

jeants (h).

The Act of 1662 to regulate the printing of books (14 Charles II.

c. 33), prohibited the printing of law books without the licence

((0 See on this subject Wallace's " Preliminary Remarks " in his Reportera,
On the methods of reporting in modem times, see an Address to Lord President
Hope ... on the Method of Collecting and Reporting Decisions, by Robert
Hannay (1821), as well as the authoritief cited in note (6). supra.

(e) Crown Law, Preface, p. iii. Lord Mansfield had already used the
illustration of the ignis fdtuus in referring to reports which fail to give a
correct state of the case {Rex v. Peters (1758), 1 Burrows, 671).

(/) Principles of Conveyandng^ p. zri.

ig) Professor Maitland, ut supra, p. x.

{k) Plowden's Reports, Preface.
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of the Lord Chancellor, the two Chief Justices and the Chief
Baton, and such a Ucence was prefixed to subsequent reports,
sometimes with the addition of a testimonial to the learning of
the author. The Act was renewed, but allowed to expire in
May 1695, fur reasons not specially affecting law books (t). A
Ucence and testimonial, however, continued to be used. In 1699,
upon a case in 2 Modem Reports being cited, "Holt, C.J.,
in ird, said that no books ought to be cited at the bar but those
which were licensed by the judges "

(k).

The practice of granting hcences ceased about the middle of
the eighteenth ceutuiy, at which period the reporters seem to
have been as unwilling to apply for Ucences as the judges were to
grant them (Q.

In 1765 a new era began with the Reports of Sir James Barrow,
whom Lord Campbell places with Douglas, Cowper, and Dumford
and East, and calls them " the very beat law reporters that have
ever appeared in England " (m). In 1785 commenced the Term
Reports of Dumford and East. At this time the current reports
were not issued for two o. three years after the decisions, a con-
dition of affairs which these reporters undertook to remedy, so
far as cases in the King's Bench were concerned, by issuing concise
reports regularly after the end of each term. Reports on the
same principle were afterwards estahUshed for the other courts,
viz. by Henry Blackstone in the Common Pleas in 1788, by Francis
Vesey in the Court of Chancery in 1789, by Anstrather in the
Exchequer in 1796, and by Dow in the House of Lords in 1814.
These and their successors acquired, with the sanction of the
judges, the exclu.sive right (so tar as regarded contemporary
reporters) of citation in their respective Courts, and became known
as the " regular " or " authorized " reports. The term " regular

"

was perhaps first applied to denote the regularity of their issue
as distinguished from the more dilatory reports, and the term
" authorized " indicated that the judges granted facilities to the
reporters by fumishmg copies of their judgments or revising the
reporters' notes of them. This practice of the judges seems to

'?. ^.* ^".'- **'•'' "• "• '*• •"'' "> !«'<'» Jonmab. 64S » .nd 689
(*) i3M*o;i of Soltjiary t. PhiUipi, 1 Lord Raymond, p. 537.
(I) See Prelaoe to Burrow's Beporit, p. y. ; Pirfvje to Dooglas, n viil
(i») L,vaoflhi ClaefjMlict,. 2nd ed., II., 405. For . compariiiin bet'wMn

the record of ca»e« in the Year Bnnk« and the modem report, «.<> Uw Ovarlerln
hentw, volume xxii., p, 380.

v
« »y



Handbook of Law Reports

have originated or to have been revived in the lost quarter of the

eighteenth century. In 1785 William Brown, the reporter o<

Chancery Cases, 177S-1785, was lumished by Mr. Justice Ashnrst

with notes taken by him while sitting as one ot the Lords Com-
missioners of the Great Seal (see Brown's Chancery Cases, p. 82,

in/ra). The position of the authorized reporter at the commence-

ment ot the Law Reports is shown by Sir John RomiUy's letter of

2nd November,'1865, quoted in the preface to 84 Beavan (n).

Before the year 1820 some of the authorized reports bad become

proUx in form and dilatory in publication, thus reverting to former

errors. In 1823 a new class of reports giving concise notes of

recent decisions in all the Courts, was inaugurated by the issue

of the Law Journal. This was followed by the Juruf (1837),

the Law Times (1843), the Weekly Reporter (1852), and the Times

Law Reports (1884) (o). The " unauthorized " reports, in spite

of opposition, established the right to be cited in all the Courts,

and the rule laid down by Lord Westbury now prevails, that

" as Boon u a report ia pabliBbed of any oaae with the name of a barruter
annexed to it. the report ia aooredited. and may be olted aa an authority
before any tribunal " (p).

When separate reports of a case differ that contained in the

authorized report is preferred (g).

The rule as to citing newspaper and other ephemeral reports

may be referred to. On a case being cited, reported only in the

Times newspaper, the Court asked Baron Martin, who had been

counsel in the case, to refer to the newspaper, and, after thus

refreshing his memory, to say whether the decision there reported

was pronounced (r). In Reg. v. Labouehere (1884) (a). Lord Coleridge,

C.J., cited passages from cases furnished to him by a barrister

who had reported thei i for a newspaper and vouched for their

(n) See under Beavan, p. 60, infra. See also Law Qvarieriy RevitUt
volume vi., p. 342, note, and 118 Revised Reports. Preface.

(0) Bfdidea these, from the early part of the nineteenth century onwards,
rivali of the authorzied reporta appeared; these are known as "ooUateral
reports."

(p) Speech in the House of Lords, 12 June, 1863. Hansard, 3rd series, volume
171. p. 778; and see Franeomi v. Franame (1865), 11 Jurist N. S. 123.

But in Be MouUm (1874) 43 L. J. Ch., p. 3S4, Jesael, H.R., refused to acknow-
ledge any but the authorized report.

(1) See He Porter (18S6), 2 Jur. N. 8. 349 ; LeaOur Claik Omfany v. Lorsml
(1870), L. R. 9 £q. p. 3S1.

(r) AUomtyJJtnena v. SOloa, Times, 19 Nov., 1863, p. 7, col. 4.

(t) 12 Q. B. D. at p. 328.
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lubaUntial coirectnesg. The fVeeldi) tlolts, published by the

Council of ]jaw Reporting, may only be cited on paints of practice

or as interim reports until the cases are fully reported (0. The
same rule applies to notes of cases pubUshed in the legal news-
papers and signed by a barrister.

It was formerly the practice of judges to cite unpubUshed
manuscript reports. An instance of such a citation is found in

Sidney v. Mittar (1815) (u). In Garland v. CarlUlt (1887) (c).

WilUams, J., in his opinion, cites manuscript notes by himself and
Bichardson, J. Walkins ridicules the practice in the preface

to bis Principka of Comxijandng (1800)

:

" U a judge to My, ' Lo ! 1 haTe the law of England on this point in my
pocket. Here u a note of the oaee which oontaina an exact statement of the
whole facte and the deciaion of my Lord A. or my Lord B. upon them. He
was a great, a very great man. I am bound l»y his decision, llie printed
iMoks are inaccurate. I cannot go into principle. The point ia aettled by
thu caw T Under such circumstanoee who is to know when he is right and
when he is wrong ! .... Is a paper eridenomg the law of Engbod to be
buttoned up in the side pocket of a judge or to serve for a mouse to sit uponm the dusty comer of a private library 1

'*

The judges do not cite manuscript reports at the present day.
A barrister is permitted to cito a manuscript note of a point
decided if he can vouch for its correctness (*). In Foster v.

CoekereU (188S) (jf), Counsel was allowed to cite a report of a
case from the manuscript note-book of Mr. Justice Burnett (j),

who was called in to assist Lord Hardwicke with his opinion in

the case. The transcript of a shorthand note of a judgment
cannot be cited as evidence of a decision on a question of law (a).

The rival reports appeared and disappeared, while the
authorized " series continued under the names of successive

reporters down to the year 1866. In that year the Law Reports
came into existence under the supervision of the Incorporated
Council of Law Reporting for England and Wales, as Daniel has
related at length in his History (4). This undertaking, unassisted

(!) Be Lmendgt, (1902] 2 Ch. p. 865, and caKs cited.

(•) G. Cooper, 209, 210 i U B. R. 250 j and i*fc 11 K. R. preface, p. vi.
(V) 4 ca. t Kn. 714.

v .r

(i) Bi parte Haidey (1834), 2 Montagu and Ayrton, at p. 435 ; Rig. v.
•£«»o«c*e«, cited at p. 4, rapro.

(») 9 Bligh, N.S., at p. 301.
(s) Li Lincohi's Inn Library.
(o) Bz park Bawtey, rapm.
(6) flutorj and Origin of Ihe law Beporia (1884) ; and see the review of

this book by Lord Justice Lindlcy in Law QmrUrly Beview, L 137.
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bj pnblio Iiandi tad MU-aapportiog, u the oibpriiig of the leg«l

piofetaoD. It! method ot working u deuiibed in the Law
QuarMii Btview for October, 1908 (e).

The diudnntkget ot a lyBtem ol rival reports were pointed

oat by a reporter in 1857. Belerring to contemporary report!,

he lays:

" Il»ir oppmrin prolWty, the powrty of tluiir ordinwy nutarish, U»
•zpeoditan of tine mxI money wmoh tAey oooMion, ue not dutfgeftUe
•fiinM the iU-imidedentkiuiiete who oommee them. Thiu Hr. A. pubUehee
* loni oeie •'cply beouae Hr. B. lue pubHdMil it, or mey publiah it, under
aeiBilvappielnulonneiiectiagHr. A. So egiin, Heeui. C, D., £. ud F.
eie leepeotirely ojpented upon liy the like ourknu rlTklry. Each feui the
omiiilon by himieS ol •ometfain| thst nuy be oHed from ucthet. Henoe, the
feporte leoommend themeelvee to buyere, not ee oontAlning the ^ooil oeiee
ud the oood dlota, but u oontuning oil the ceeee and 08 the diet*. Ko
wonder that the ipeoulation of the pubUahen proTca eometimee wone than
that of thoie whom they employ "

(<f).

At the time the Law ReporU commenced the " authorized
**

reports were

:

Clark (House oi Lords Cases). '

Hacqueen (House of Lords, Scotch Appeals).

Moore, N. 8. (Privy Council).

De Gex Jones and Smith (Chancery and Bankruptcy Appeals).

Beavan (Bolls Court).

Drewry and Smale (V.C. Kindcrsley).

OiOud (V.C. Stuart).

Hemming and Millet ^V.C. Wood).

Best and Smith (Queen's Beach).

Common Bench, N.S.

Hurlstone and Coltman (Exchequer).

Swabey and Tristram (Probate and Divorce).

Lei^ and Cave (Crown Cases).

Within a year or two after 1866 the whole of the " authorized
"

reports had ceased to exist and most of the reporters had joined

the staS of the Law BeporU. The latter now hold the field in

company with the Law Jowrud, the Law Timet and the Timit

Law Reportt. These comprise reports in all the Courts. Other

existing sets confine themselves to special branches of law.

Regarding the number of reports, in Coke's time all the reports

(«) Volume xix., p. 461 ; see also Tolumo xxv., p. 68.
(rf) 2 Hacqueen, at p. 687. Ab to printers' errore in the former authoriied

reporte as oomparod with the Law Reporte, see remarks m the prefaoes to
48 and 107 Revised Reports.
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were eontuned in 16 volumei (e). At the begimmig of the

eighteenth century it wm remarked by a judge that when be wan

a Btadent ho oould carry a complete library of law boolu in a

wheelbarrow, but they were ao wonderfully increased that they

could not then be drawn in a waggon (/). J. W. Wallace puta

the number of reports in 1776 at about 150 volumes (g). Sir

Frederick Pollock estimates that the English reports at the

end of 1895 extended to 1825 volumes, or 2010, iucludiug Irish

reports (h).

(e) 3 Btportt, prefaoe.

( / ) Modern Reports, piefMO, p. zi.

(;| Walboe, BtporterB, p. 24.

<4) fi'rjf Book if Jwria/HtUnct, Sid <d., pp. 309, 310.
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HOUSE OF LOKDSiHEPORTS.

PBiUMiMAnv Note.

Ai the end of Ibc eighteenth century the only collectiom of Houne
of Lordii caiH'S were Shou.tr (H)94 to 1698), C'olfcj (1C97 to 1718),
and firown'< Parliamenlary Caiet (1702 to 17'

1) ; in 1808,
Tomlyn'a edition of Brown brought the cases own to 1800.
Shower givM the arguments of couiwel at length uud hi« cases
are considered to bo well reported (a). Brown and CoUes (the

latter, a supplementary volume to un Irish edition of Brown) are
not reports in the strict sense, the nine volumes consisting of mero
extracts from the prmted cases of the parties with a stalement
of the result of the appeal taken from the Lord's Journals;
however, they supply a collection of records in a convenient form
and have been constantly cited in later reports and text books.

Before the Chancellorship of Lord Eldon it was not the practice
of the House to give the reasons of its decisions unless the judg-
ment of the Court below was overrided, but early in the nine-
teenth century it was becoming usual to give reasons when a
judgment was affirmed (Campbi U's Chancellort, v. 834, S8S, vi. 261 i

White V. Bitchie (1814), 2 Dow, at pp. 888-884). From 1800 to
1818 we have no reports of English or L-ish Appeals, except a
few scattered cases with the reports of other Courts ; in May of
the latter year a standing order provided that the House should
sit for judicial business on three days in the week for the whole

(a) He first edition of his reporia was published anonymoufly, and, after
rapnnunding the printer at the bar, the Houno of Lords paned a resolution
that the unauthoriied pubUoation of any of iu pitKeedingi was a breach of
pnvJege (ionf* Jourmla, Feb. 27, 1698). Under sueh disooaragi mcnt, and
partly, perhaps, because the decbions of the House were not always duly
respected by the Courts below (see Sugden's Law of Praptrtu, p. 40), we have
no further reports of House ot Lords oases until 1779, in which year Brmm'i
fatiuinitnlcuTi Oaia were begun. At this date the resolution of the House
**"°o longer enfortsed. Urquhart in the preface to Th* Experienetd Solicitor,
a book of practice in House of Lords appeals published in 1773, tells us that
having petitioned the House for leave to publish it, he was informed that it

"J"^ i_f i""*^"
'o gi™ the leave without a careful examination of the

wlioiu book, and so he published it without leave, and apparently without
any ill oonsequenoes.

BIB.UOrHE0UE DE OROII

U.d'O.

O.U.
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<Uy iutetd ol half * dty u (uruwtly, »n' at tbia tiiuo Uuw
l»g»n bit report!. From Dow, the line of reguUr reporter! to
the commencement ol the Law Keporti m unbroken, except lor
the period between 18-il and 182$, which ia covered to lome
extent by Sugden'i Law 0/ Properly (see p. 12, injra). BUgh was
the first officially authoriied reporter in the House and wai
nucceeded in the post by Wei.t who reported English and Irish
appeals only, a separate reporter being appointed lor Scotch
appeals (see pp. 16, 16, inJra).

The appointment ol reporters in the House ol Lords rests with
the Clerk ol the Parliaments, subject to the approval ol the Lord
Chancellor.

In the appendix to John Miller's pamphlet , On Me preMtnl untltkd
coHdilim 0] Ihe law und itt adminulralion (1889), a a table
showing the number ol appeals and procwdiugs in error in the
House ol Lords in each year Irom 1664 to 188T, distinguishing
English, Scotch, and Irish appeals.

HOUSE OF L0BD8 BEP0RT8.

Dow—Period, 1818—1818(6).

Bcporls ol cases npou Appeuj and Writs ol Error in tho
House ol Lords. By Patmck Dow.

6 volumes, octavo, ISU—1819.

Reprinted in 8 EngUsh Reports. See also 14-19 Bevised
Beports.

Dow is the Itrst House of Lords reporter to quote the speeches ol
the Lords giving the reasons of tho decisions. In nearly all his
cases the opinions wore delivered by Lord Eldon or Loid Redxsdale.
He quotes only one opinion ol Lord Erskine, viz. in BmdeU v. Abbol
(5 Dow, at p. 200), and two of Lord Carlemn, ex-Chief Justice of
Ireland (1 Dow, at pp. IflO, 383). Lord HoUand, a lay peer, ad-
dressed the House in Andreie v. Murdoch (1814), 2 Dow, at p. 422.
Scotch appeals are included.
The general character of these reports is gwd.

HejJorUr

:

—
Patbick Dow. Borrister, Lincoln's Inn 1810 ; left the Society in

1819 ; afterwards joint editor of " Dow t Oark " (see p. 13, infra)

;

died at Kirkmichael, near Blaiigowrie, in 1840, having founded
exhibitions to be held at Scottish Univereities by s<'holars educated
at the parochial school of Kiriuuichael.

(6) As to eorliur Uuusu uf Lunls coses, see Fralimiiiary Xute, aupnL
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Jmku nporUd :—
Lora Ekkn (John Hcutt) ; mw A|ii»ii<lix, |>. W.
Loid EnUne (Thonuii Enkine) ; wc AppriHiix, p. M.
Lord RedMdale (John FrMnun-Mitford) ; ks Appendu, p. M.
Loid Cwbton (Hugh Carletun) ; w« Appendix, p. 83.

BUOH (Il.>-Permi, 1819-1821.

Reporti of caw* briird in the Hoiuo ol Lotdi on tpprab and

writs oi error. By BicHABO Buou.
8 volumea and Part I of a 4th vuluiuv, octavo, 1823—1827.

Reprinted in 4 Englitih Reports. See alio 20—22 Beviiwd

Reports.

BLIOH, mw lUUS (BL (N.B.))-/Vri'a<I, 1827-1837.

Nfw Reports of caitiii ht'urd iu thi- Hourto of Loriln on uppi'als

and writs of error. By Ricuard Bliou.

lU volumes and Parts I tu III of uu 11th vuluuji', oetavo,

(1829—1838).

Reprinted in 4—0 English Reports. Mee also 30—SI Revised

Reports.

The period of Bligh is covered by the diaucellonihip of Lord
Eldon ; BliKh New Series by those ol lord Eidon, Lord Lyndhurst,
Lord Brout^m, and Lord Cottenham.
The author had taken notes in the House of Lords from 1811

onwards, but their publication was anticipated by Dow's reports
( Bligh 's prefaces). The earUer series of Bligh ends in 1821 with an
uncompleted volume containing one case only, and the nsw series

begins in 1827. No regular reports in the House ate found in vhe
interval 1821 to 182«, but as to this period see Sugden's Law of
Property, p. 12, inyWi. from 182" to 18:1! Dow and Clark, and ftor >

1831 to 1837 Clark and Finnelly run concurrently with Bligh Ncv
Series. From 1831 (8 Bligh (N. 8.)) Bligh was the authurized reporter
of the House ; volume 5 of the new series and the sulMcnuent
volumes were reported under an arrangement between the Par-
liament Office Committee and the reporter, by which the cost of
paper and printmg was defrayed out of the Fee Fund, copies of
the reports were supplied gratia for the pubUo service, and the
reporter was remunerated by the proceeds of copies sold.
The earlier serit:^ of Bhgh includes Kcotch appeals ; the new

series consists mainly of English and Irish appeals, bcotch appeals
being shortly reported in the appendix to each volume.
The tables of cases prefixed to the volumes are not always

accurate. Pages 681—619 of volume 4, New Series, contain General
Rules of Court having no connection with the reported oases. Owing
to the death of the author, volume 11 breaks off in the middle of the
opinions of the Judges in Garland v. CarlitU. The rest of the case
will he found in 4 CJark b Finnelly, at p. 760.

In aidre v. Hedman (1876), 1 g. B. 1)., at p. S43, Cockburu, C.J ,
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refers to the caw of OakUp y. PoBhtUtr (10 Bligh, N. S. S48) u
^'S?i hT^awfr"? "P""^" InthecMeof J[fA'e.Mv.CaAiH

1 J?"' *^*i'
""' h^d-no'e goes beyond the decision as reported(HMhng V. Terry (1862), IS Moore, P. C, at p. S04)

General character cf BUgh's reports, good.

Reporter

:

—
RicajABD Hugh Born 1780 ; died 1830. Son of John BUgh ofAbingdon Mreet, Westminster. Barrister Inner Temple 1807

:

equity draftsman
; Joint reporter with Basil Montagu of Bank-ruptcy cases, 1832-1833.

Judges reported .—
Lord Eldou (Jolin Scott) : see Appendix, p. 95.

t l3 '^J™*'"'*' (J"')" Singleton Copley) ; see Appendix, p. 83.
Lord Brougham (Henry Peter Brougham) ; see Appendix, p. 80.
Ijord Ciittenham (Charles Christopher Pepys) ; see Appendix,

Lord Redesdalo (John rroeman-Mitfoid) ; sec Appendix, p. 85.
i«rd Maimers (Thomas Manners-Sutton) ; see Appendix p 01
Lord Plunket (William Conyngham Plunkct) ; see Appendix,

Lord Devon (William Courtenay) ; see Appendix, p. 84.
Opinions of the following common law Judges who will be referred

to m Part II of this work, ate also reported :

Lord Tenterden (Charles Abbott), Lorf Chief Justice of England :

Lord Ilenman (Thomas Denman), Lord Chief Justice of England

;

Lord Wynford (WiUiam Draper Best), Chief Justice of the Common
Pleas.

SUQDEN'S LAW OP PBOPERTY—Period, 1814—1848.
A Treatise of the Law of Property as administered by the
House of Lords. By Sib Edwaed Suoden.

1 volume octavo, 1849.

ITus work, though not ordinarily included amongst reports, may
•it "i?™ ""^ ''"" "^'''"^ altogether some 060 cases decided
in the House of Lords, in many of which the author was engaged
as counsel, the book is especially valuable ., containing EngUsh
and Insh appeals from 1821 to 1826, a period not covered by any
other reporter in the House, and, to some extent, filling the gap
between Bhgh and Bligh (N. S.) (see the author's " Advertisement,''
and pp. 41-42 of the text). Some of the author's notes give from
his own knowledge additional information about cases reported
elsewhere. The volume contains separate tables of House of Lords
oases cited and also a full index of contents. Cases not reported
elsewhere are cited thus : e.g. " Printed Cases D. P. 1826."

Lord Campbell »Tites of this work in 1849 ;
" The law lords are very much

amiMcd by a book which Sugdcn has just published, abusing all the decisions
of the House of Lords for the last twenty yeare. I como in for a share of his
satin-, '.,it in good company," (Mrs. Hardoastlo's Life of Lord CampMI,
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Beporler;—
pe^^™'?

^"^"»''»* ^"«^™ (I*«l St. Leonard.)
; we Ap-

DOW AND CLARK (Dow « Cl.)-Permd, 1827-1881.
Reports of Cases upon Appeals and Writs of Error in the
House of Lords. By Pabtick Dow and Chables Ciabk.

2 volumes, octavo, 1830—1832.
Beprinted in 6 EngUsh Reports. See also 35 Revised Reports.

fiTA^..^',''
™'"">««,''™ sometimes cited as "Dow x\ S "

though better known as "Dow & Clark." The period of eieht

Ken^T" ^S *'"' ^V"" ^''*' '" coverX^v BUgh andSugden s Law of Property. Dow and Clark are contemporlrv aa

Hd™ hiT^ l"^ Ji"** t"^ B""«h"m, many judgments of lZUdon being includ^. These Reports belong to the regular seriesof House of Ij,rds Reports, beginmng mth Dow andTdi4^"thHouse of Lords Cases, though the i^orters of this Ines *d mtbecome the authorised reporters of thrHouse unlJllM5 (see Clark4 PinneUy, ,nfm). Some Scotch cases are included
'

Ihe general character of these reports is good.

Heporters

;

—
Patrick Dow ; see " Dow," p. 10, mpra.

OF^»^ '^•- ?»""«'«'• Mid<il« Temple 1830 ; bencher 1872
;

MnilV ""«»"?«; reporter to the House of Lords
; joint author

v£vl! ^/V"!^'!" ^'trf ""^ *™« "Z^* Case' .• repZr ojEnglish and Insh appeals for the Law Reports from 1866 ;S,^:
MrfYsSl

" ^""''"°' ^«- CommiMion in IMS.

JudgM reported

:

—
Lord Eldon (John Scott) ; see Appendix, p. 95

L^rf Rri""' /h
""" Singleton Copley)

;
see Appendix, p. 83.

\^ r3^T ?l"y/"*' Brougham)
;

see Appendix ?. 80Lord Redosdale (John Freeman-Mitfoid) ; see Apnendix d 85

^rf pS'J 'iS^T""
Manners-SuttonJ , see A^^^nSlx! I fi-

p. 93
' """" Conyngham Plunket)

; ^ Ap^ndix,

Lord Lauderdale (James Maitland) ; see Appendix p !)0

to hfplrt TT 5 i? -""""i."* ''"T™ '»" ''"^™' "k" »'" be'referredto in rart 11 of this work, are also reported —
T ^w "'f'5",iS'"''^

Abbott), Chief Justice of England

Pl^
Wynford (WiU.am Draper Best), Chef Justice of the cLmon

CLARK AND FINNELLY (CI.TFln.)-Pmod, 1831-1846
Reports of Cases heard and decided in the House of Lords
on Appeals and Writs of Error and Claims of Peerage
By Charles Clark and William Pinnelly.
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12 volumes, octavo, 1885—1847.

Reprinted in 6—8 English Eeports. See also 86—69 Revised
Reports.

The period of Clark ft Finnelly is covered bv the ChancelloMhips
of Ijjrd Brougham, Lord Lyndhurst, and Lord Cottenham. Bligh
(N. S.) is a contemporary reporter from 1831 to 1837, and West
from 1839 to 1841. Hcotch appeals arc included. The cases in
Clark & Finnelly are more fully reported than in Dow & Oark,
whom they succeed in the House of Lords series. The authors
were the successors of West (see next page) as authorized reporters
in the House, their official position being indicted in the title pages
of volumes 11 and 12. Volume 12 contains a table of cases in the
twelve volumes. In volume 2 the report of Lord Brougham's
opinion in the case of Birlwhislle v. Vanlill is corrected in numerous
particulars by a note at p. 600.

In Swir, v. Jtedman (1878), 1 Q. ,>. D., at p. 543, Cbckbum, C.J.
refers to the case of OatUg v. PashelUr (4 CI. & Fin. 207) as being
" very imperfectly reported." Notwithstanding, the general char-
acter of these reports is excellent.

Reporters

:

—
Charles Cukk ; see Dow t Clark, p. 13, supra.
WiLUAM Finnelly. Bom 1799 ; died 1861. Barrister Middle

Temple 1827 ; equity draftsmen and conveyancer. Besides the
above reports he edited with Charles Clark volumes 1 and 2 of Haaae
of Lords Cases.

Jv^es reported :—
Lord Eldon (John Scott) ; see Appendix, p. 96.
I/ord Lyndhurst (John Singleton Copley) ; see Appendix, p. 83.
Lord Brougham (Henry Peter Brougham) ; see Appendix, p. 80.
Lord Cottenham (Charles Christopher Pepys) ; see Appendix,

Lord Campbell (John Campbell) ; see Appendix, p. 82.
Lord Redesdale (John Frceman-Mitford) ; see Appendix, p. 86.
Lord Plunkcb (WilUam Conyngham Plunket) ; see Appendix,

Ix)rd Langdalc (Henry Bickersteth) ; see Appendix, p. 80.
Lord Devon (William Courtenay) ; see Appendix, p. 84.

Opinions of the following common law judges, who will be referred
to in Part II of this work, are also reported :

—

Lord Tenterden (Charios Abbott), Lord Chief Justice of England.
Lord Dcnman (Thomas Denman), Lord Oiief Justice of England.
Lord Wynford (William Draper Best), Chief Justice of the Common

Pleas.

Lord Abinger (James Scariett), Qiief Baron of the Exchequer.

MACLEAN AND ROBlN80ir(llIaorft R.)-Period, 1839.
Cases decided by the House of Lords on Appeals and Writs

of Error. By Charles Hope Maclean and George
Robinson.
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1 volume, octavo, 1840.

Reprinted in 9 EngUsh Reports.

There reports, published in London, nnd ircnerallv included in
lists of English Imports, contain thirtv-Bve LmJoI t,. S .
and two Irilh appeals

; the four latter v^zff v tiL. B^"*/'/'"-

2»^^;-;d^SirfS"SSE?»
Lorf 8 Journals, 1850, volume 82, p. 358).

v-ommittee.

The general character of these reports is good.

Reporters

:

—
CHARLES Hope Maclean, hjm 180.t • dir.d isin n _• i

Middle Te nple, 182<.
; equity draft1„'?„d lle^a'nct. "^id"

appeals (1836—1838) m conjunction with Patrick Shaw cited asdhaw ft Maclean." It appears fmra notes to volum^ 1 and 2 of

U^^^'^rS"""* ISP°.'*^
*•*» *« Lo"» ChanceUor and some other

i™ i?^^ rensed their speeches for the reports. San wasone of the Secretaries to the Statistical Society

»„H ^T" f''°5"'l°''- ^"o™'"' ^^^^ Temple 1819
; conveyancerand equity draftsman, Scotdi Counsel Besides th. ohif,

Robinson reported Scotch appeaU moll (cS S 'Sobiawl'by appointment of the House. He died in 184™ ""'""*"' '

Judges reported

:

—
Lord Brougham (Henry Peter Brougham) • see Annendir ,. so

^
Lori Cottenham (Charh« Christopher Pep^)t's^""^Ap^„^;..

Pl^l^'™!?"'^"'""'"" ?'^^^ i^')' C'M J^'tice of the CommonPleas (see under Common Law Judge, in Part II of this work)

VEST—Period, 1839—1841.
Cases heard and determined by the House of Lords on Appeal,
from the Courts of Equity and on Writs of Error in England
and Ireland, and questions of Peerage. Bv Marti:, John
West.

1 volume, octavo, 1842.

Reprinted in 9 English Reports. See ako 51 Revised Reports.

Lorf'c^ttil"""^'^'"''".
'" '"''^ ""y ""' Cho^ellowhip ofi<)ra (Tottenham. The contemporary reporters are Clnrt o-jFmneUy, who include all the casJs re^rted^by wi? BlSi had

dtrh M "S""? "'"'*" °' '"^ ""™ ""^ '"^h' time'of hUdeath in 1839. A new arrangement was then made bv whrTseparate reporters were appointed, West for E„gli,r7nd iL! a^S
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Robinson for Scotch, appeals. Small salaries were paid to them,
each printing his reports at his own exnnnse and retaining the
profits of publication.

The volume is entitled the first, but no others followed, the author
being appointed Coirmissioner of Bankruptcy in the year of its
pubhcation.

The general character of the reports is good, but they are not
often citwl, the reports of Oark & Finnellv for the same period being
preferred.

Reporter

:

—
Maktin John WIST. Bom 1786 ; died 1870. Barrister Lincoln's

Inn 1812 ; Recorder of Lynn, 1823 ; Commissioner of Lunacy 1838
;

Commissioner of Bankruptcy, Leeds District, 1842 ; editor of
Chancery reports (1736—1739) from the original manuscripts of
Lord Hatdwicke, 1827.

Judges reported

:

—
Lord Lyndhurst (John Singleton Copley) ; see Appendix, p. 83.
Lord Brougham (Henry Peter Brougham) ; see Appendix, p. 80.
Lord Cottenham (Charles Christopher Pepys) ; see Appendix,

Lord Devon (William Courtenay) ; see Appendix, p. 84.
Lord Wynfoid (William Draper Best), Chief Justice of the Common

Pleas (see under Common Law Judges in Part 11 of this work).

HOUSE OF LORDS CASES (fl.L.C.)—Period, 1847—1865.

Hou.so of Lords Cases on Appeals and Writs of Error. Claims

of Peerage and Divorces. By Charles Clark and William
Finnellv.

11 volumes, octavo, 1849—1866.

Eoprinted in 9—11 English Reports. See also 78-181

Revised Reports.

These reports extend over the Chancellorshipe of Lord Cottenham,
Lord Truro, Lord St. Leonaids, Loid St. Cranworth, Lord Chelmsfoid,
Lord Campbell and Lord Westbury. They are the latest of the
series of which the earl'er reports are Dow, Dow and Clark, and
Gark and Finnelly, and bring the cases down to the commencement
of^ the Law Reports, when Clark became reporter of English and
Irish appeals for that publication. A supplemental volume of
House of Lords cases (1868) contains a digested index to the whole
series. The authors reported throughout " by appointment of the
House of Lords," both being responsible for volumes 1 ond 2, and
Clark alone for the remaining volumes. Volur;e8 ' and 2 alone
contain Divorce cases. The earlier volum<-d of Hcuse of Lords
Cases include Scotch appeals.
The general character of these reports is excelkni.
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Rtporkn :—
^AKiM Clark, »ee Uow 4 dark, p. 13, supraWiLUAM F.»»KLLy, »«, CUrk & Fuielly;/H .upra.

Judga reported :—
Lord Lyndhuret (John Singleton Copley) ; see Appendix n MUrt Brougham (Henry Peter BreugLm)

; ^ Aprndix ^^ ^^Lord Cottenham (Charle. ClriBtopher Pepy.)
;T Amn^.,

Lord Truro (Thomas WUde) ; see Appendix, p. 100.

^
Lord St. Leonard- (Ed»ard Burten»ha». Sugden) ; »ee Appendix,

J*5
Cranworth (Robert Monsey Rolfo) ; see Appendix r, -11Lord Chelmsford (Fwlerick Thesiger)

; s^ApSx p'^HSLord Urapbell (John CampL.ll) ;''sei'Appe"c"rp sL'.'^-
'

f^l3 )^™'5"P'
(R«;l'ard Bethell)

: see Ijpendi.;, p. VJLord Langdale (Henry Bickerstetli) ; see Appeni/p «,Lord Devon (William Curtenay)
; ^^ ApS^x p 84

^
L^rd Redesdale (John Thomas Cman-fe"^;';' L Appendix.

^^rd Kingsdown (Thomas Pembertou-Leigh)
; see Appendix.

nnll^r'r^'"'''''^''"' ft"™ '''"'"''• J*"™" "f "« Kxcheouer (seeunder Common Law Judges in Part U uf this work).
^"'" >'**

in"r„"hir;o,!:"'^"
'^'"''»'^

"
'^•"«» '" "" "-= ^-urts



PRIVY COUNCIL REPORTS.

Preliminauy Note.

With the exception of a few scattered cases there are no Privy

Council Reports before the niueteenth century. The wide extent

of the jurisdiction accounts for the great variety of subject-matter

to be found in these reports. Colonial and Indian appeals,

alone, involve the administration of justice according to English,

French, KomaU'Dutcb, Spanish, Farsee, Hindoo, and Mahomedau
laws, and the English law, whtn applicable, is subject to modi-

lications contained in Colonial Statutes. The jurisdiction also

includes appeals in Ecclesiastical matters, appeals from the courts

of the Channel Islands and the Isle of Man and from Prize Courts,

and under s. 4 of the Copyright Act, 1911 (1 & 2 Geo, 5, c. 46), as

to compulsory hoences. The Judicial Committee of the Privy

Council which practically exercises this extensive jurisdiction, also

advises on matters referred to it by the Crown under 8 & 4 Will. IV.

c. 41, ». 4.

By section 8 of the Act just referred to, the report of the Judicial

Committee on appeals is to be stated in open court, but by an Order

in Council of 1628 the separate opinions of the members of the

Council are not to be disclosed, and this order is confirmed and

made appUcable to the Judicial Committee by an order of 1S78.

In practice, therefore, the report of the committee is stated at

length in open court by one of its members and in case of difference

of opinion, represents the views of the majority.

Acton, the first Privy Council reporter (1809—1811), reported

a certain number of appeals from Colonial Courts, but his reports

consist mostly of the decisions of the Commissioners in Prize

causes exercising the jurisdiction afterwards transferred to the

Privy Council.

The first regular reporter in the Privy Council is Knapp {1829

—

1836), and he is succeeded by Moore, whose reports were continued

to the year 1873 and ultiuiately merged in the Law Reports.
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buthe appomlment of a reporter by the Cou:,cU ofUw Beportkg

The bmldmg m "ffhitehaU in which the Privy Council .it to

PRI\-Y COUXCIL EEPOETS.

ACTOH (ActO-Perwd, 1809—1811.
Heports ol cases argued aud determined before the mo.t

Jta ExceUeut Majesty n. Council. By Thomas Habman

Reprinted m 12 Enghsh Reports.

Courts to the Privy S,™cU the ?^t of th»
"^^^^ '""" '^'°'''""'

the High Court of AZimltv .„Tl- '™ ™*» "re ^PPeak from
Commi^io™™ of ApM^nn L*™V'™"'^''T""y Courts to the

transferred to the Pri^ Cbun^S™ mf' "'T i"?^'"™ ™
^eredeUvered by S™^iif™trL M R

"?'
"l,"""

'"^g"^""
names of the foL™g~s ^^^.'^^f^„J^

'^^e ^ntai^

KeporUr

:

—

Xcs^.*" '"^ '^"^'^ ^^'*"'^^' «"-''™
<:r s^i;^
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JwUks Htporttd

:

—
Sir William Grant ; see Appoodix, p. 86.

Lord Htowell (William Seott), Judge ol the Admiralty Court (lor

Biographioal note, see Fart U oi tbii work).

KMAPP (tin.)—Period, 1829—1836.

Reports of cases argued and determined before the Committees

of Hia Majesty's Most Honourable Privy Council. Ap-

.puiuted to hear appeals and petitions. By Jebohb

William Knapp.

8 volumes 1831—1887 (?).

Reprinted in 12 Euglish Kcports. See also 38, 40 Revised

Reports.

Knapp is the first regular reporter in the Privy Council, and from

him the reports have l«en continued uuintemiptedly to the present

time. The cases reported by him comprise appeals from the High

Court of Admiralty, the Arehes Court, and the Prerogative Court of

Canterbury, from Indian and Colonial Courts, from the Channel

Islands and the Isle of Man, from the Lord Chancellor in Lunacy,

and from certam Statutory Commissioners ; also cases upon

memorials referred by the Crown to committees of the Privy Council.

Volumes 2 and 3 include, as indicated by the title pages, appeals

heard by the Judicial Committee constituted in 1833 by the Act

3 & 4 Will. IV. c. 41. Tliat Act, with notes as to the earlier practice

of the Privy Council, is included in the appendix to volun: -. To
the same volume is prefixed a Ust of the first members of the Judicial

Committee. The appendixes to the volumes also contain Orders in

Council and ''' ?neral Rules. In a note prefixed to volume 3 it is

stated that ii onscquence of the death of Mr. Knapp the volume,

from p. 256, is been completed by Mr. Edmund F. Moore (see

Moore's Privy Council Cases, infra).

" Mr. Knapp pt-raeven^ with the puLlicatiou of his reports, which were

so completed as to merit and obtain groat credit with tlie profession. Sir

John Leach at first would not allow thorn to bo cited, and subsequently,

when they were resd by counsel, he exprcsned in open Court his objection,

not because they were m any respect inaccurate, but because the decisions

containing expositions of foreign law, with which the tburt was unacquainted,

could never be deemed of sufficient authority to justify their pubUoation

(OiwmnKiom on the Supmne ApftUaU Juriidiclim, by William Surge, Q.C.,

1841, p. 23).

As to a decision of the Judicial Committee having no binding

effect in the Supreme Court, see Leask v. Scotl (1877), 2 Q. B. D. at

p. 380, C. A. ; Dulieu v. While, [IrtOl] 2 K. B. at p. 677. And see

The Alim (1880), 5 Exch. Div. 227.

Note, that the ease of Swifl v. Smjl in the Arches Court,

reported S Knapp, 308, i- the original hearing of the appeal

Sinjt v. Kelly reported at p. 267 of the same volume. The
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d«ei«on of the Arches Court was revprscd on appcul. Tlji« ia nut
made olear hy the note at p. 803.

0«n«tal oharaoter of Knapp's nporta, i;iwi;.

JUporltr;—
JraoKi WiLUAM Khapp. Bom 1803 ; died 1836. Barrister

Middle Temple 1828 ; equity drafttman ; Home Circuit ; Kent
Seeaioiw

; Joint reporter of Election Cases, viz. Perry ft Knapp. 1833.
and Knapp ft Ombler, 1834-S.

Juigu reported .•—

Laid Brougham (Henry Peter Brougham) ; see Appendix, p. 80.
Sir William Grant ; see Appendix, p. 86.
lord Oiflord (Robert Oiffonl) ; see Appendix, p. 86.
Sir John Leach ; see Appendix, p. 00.
Sir Lancelot Shadwell ; see Appendix, p. 96.

Judgments of the following Common Law and other Judges,
who will bo refenwl to in Part 11 of tliis work, are alfm reported :

Lord Tonterdcn (Charles Abbott), Chief Justice of England.
Lord Wynford (William Draper Best), Chief Justice of the Common

Fleas.

lord Stowell (William Pott), Judge of the Admiralty Court.
Sir Herbert Jenner-Fu .c, Dean of Arches.
Hon. Thomas Erskine, .Tustico of the Common Pleas.
Sir John Bernard Bosanqnet, .Justice of the Common Fleas.
Lord Wenslydale (James Porkc), Baron of the Exchequer.

MOORB'S PBIYY COUNCIL CASES (Moo. P.CC.)—Penod, 1830
—1862.

Beports of cases heard and determined by the Judicial

Committee and the Lords of His Majesty's Most Honourable
Privy Council. By Edmund Fitz Moore.

15 volumes, octavo (dates of publication not given).

Beprinted in 12—13 English Beports. Sec also 13 et seq.

Beviaed Beports.

MOORE'S PRITT COUNCIL CASES, NEW SERIES (Moo
P.CC. (N.S.))—Period, 1862—1873.

Beports of cases heard and determined by the Judicial

Committee and the Lords of Her Majesty's Most Honour-
able Privy Council. By Edmund Fitz Moore.

9 volumes, octavo (dates of publication not given).

Beprinted in 15—17 English Beports. See also Bevised
Beports.
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ThBw irportB ore in continnttion of Kiupp (m« above), Moon
having npart«l wime of the caaea in volume 3 of Knapp Appe^
from the Supreme Court, in India are inaerted both in thia awiea
and in Hooni'i Indian Appeals (ace below), but appeals from the
Nuddcr Dewanny or Native Courts only in the latter. A list of the
membera of the Judicial Committee is pn>axed to each volume and
Olden in Council regulating the practice are inserted in an appendix,
an index to which follows the table of cases. Part of the appendix
ia aometimes found in the middle of a volume, following the Part
wnth which it was issued.

Moore's New Seriea is a continuation of the older aeriea, the
numbera of the volumes beginning afresh.
From the commencement of the Law Reporta in ISM Moore

reported the Privy Council cases both for that and his own pubUca-
tion. From 3 Moore, N. B., p. 347, to the end of volume 9 (December,
1865—March 1873) the cases are identical with those included in
1—4 Law Reporta Privy Council.
The general character of these reporta is good.

Keporltr

:

—
Edmund FiTzMooBK. Bom 1801 ; died 1873. Barrister Middle

Temple 1827; Q.C. 1888; authorized reporter in the Judicial
Committee; author of Privy Council Reports on appeal from
Supreme and Sudder Dewanny Courts in India (183ft—1872), special
reports of the Gorham case, 1882, and WulerUm v. Lidddl, 1367
Pnvy Council Appeals in the Law Reports from 1866.

Judges reported

:

—
Lord Lyndhurst (John .Singleton Copley) ; see Appendix, p. 83
Lord Brougham (Henry Peter Brougham) ; see Appendix, p 80
Lord (Jranworth (Robert Monsey Rolfe) ; see Appendix, pf03
Lord Chehnsford (Frederick Thesiger) ; see Appendix, p? 98
Loid Campbell (John Campbell) ; see Appendix, p. 82
Lord Westbury (Richard Bethell) ; see Appendix, p 79
Lord Cairns (Hugh McCalmont Cairns) ; see Appendix, p 81
Lord Hatheriey (William Page Wood) ; see Appendix p 101
Dr. WilUam Thomson (Archbishop of York) ; see Appendix, p. 98
Sir John Leach ; see Appendix, p. 90.
Lord Langdale (Henry Bickersteth) ; see Appendix, p 80
Ixird Romilly (John Eomilly) ; see Appendix, p. 98.
Sir Jamea Lewis Knight-Bruce ; see Appendix, p. 89.
Sir George James Turner

; see Appendix, p. 99.
Sir Lancelot Shadwell ; see Appendix, p. 96.
Sir Richard Torin Kindersley ; see Appendix, p. 88.
Lord Kingsdown (Thomas Pemberton-Leigh) ; see Appendix,

* Lord Selbome (Boundell Palmer).
* Sir Joseph Napier.
* Sir Charles Jasper Selwyn.
* Sir George Markham GiSard.
* Sir George Mellish.
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• Sir William MUbounw Junei.
• Sir William Jamna Colrile.
• Hir Bunim Poooock,

IThow mulmd • btemt mrmim of tin CummitlM .fi.r lUO.)

Sir Akl.^ n '", T'" " "' "'" »'"''• «"" "I"" report«l

l^ M wr;^"ii?w'!,'?""'v>'*"'-
""*•' •'""«'"• "' England.

Pl™i
Wynfnrd (W.lham Dmper Be-t), a,i,l Ju.ti«, „f the Common

Sir John Jm™ rhief J„,ti«, ,j ,he Common «««.

S r T^^'.T '^'''^ii"'.'
^""'» »' "'" f'""'n<"n hi™,.

Exchequer
'"" *^'^'"''' '^°"™'''' '^'*- f^'"' """-n of the

Sir fttiroy Kelly. Chie! Baron of the Exchequer.
Mir John Patteson, Justice of the King'. Bench

SL tI! '''"i
M'ridge, Ju-tice of tl.e King'. Bench.Hon Thomas Erek.ne, Justice of the Common Pleas.

Hi> WnilmH ^"1"?'' '»»«<•» "' H" f'<>mmon Pleas.

S r Edu3 ? T *^±'.''""'i«' °' »'"' Common Pleas.

L^Jwo^t "n^D u." ''il'"""'
'"»"« <>' "" Common Pleas.

Sh wl°n*f ifl'*'^?'
'^'"'\!'' f"""" "' "" Common Pleas.Lord VVenslyda „ (James Parke), Bamn of the E.xche<iuer.

«! B tr .^f
''"'

• ''"^'' "' "•» Admiralty Court. '

8 J Herflrf r"" ™"™';r«" """• •''"'8'' »' ""^ Admiralty Court.Sir Herbert Jcnncr-Fust, Dean of Arches.
''

Kt. Hon. Stephen Lushington, Dean of Aiches.
Sir Cresswell Cresswell, Judge of the Probate and Divorce Court.

DiTO«e Court"™ * " '^'"'"^ ™''' '•"^^ "' "•' P--°'»»« «nd

MOORE'S INDIAN APPEALS (Moo. Ind. App.)-Pmo.i 1836-
lo72.

Reports of cases heard and determined by the Judicial Com-
mittee and the Lords of His Majesty's Most Honourable
Pnvy Council on appeal from the Supreme and Sudder
Dewanny Courts in the East Indies. By Edmund Fitz
Moore.

U volumes, octavo (dates of publication not given).
Reprinted in 18—20 EngUsh Reports.

.kf"!!!;!^"^^ u"^"
*''^ "tabhshment of the High Courts under

i^lS'"L^/'' ^'"^' ^'\
l'*"''

*''^ «"» P»g' from volumellonwards reads: 'on appeal from the Suddc-r Dewanny Adawlutand High Courts of Judicature in the East Indies
'

l„ T?S^ "l? 5"?"?"' '^™'^ »"* High Courts of Judicaturem Inle are mserted 6oth in Moore's Indian Appeals and in h"
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PriTy Council Cmm. Soma of tto •••• in Tolano 10 o( tha ImUmi
AddmIii *ts alw ronUiiwd in Lkw Raooitt, 1 Privy Oounoil.

Ibora's Indian Appaala end in Manta, 1871, uid tha I^w Raiuite
Indian Appaali liagin in Noramlwr, 1873. Tha gap i* Iliad by a
rapplaniantanr volume o( oaata reported by Hr. Hatban Oowall
and publinhad by the tViuncil o( Law Reporting in 1880.

The general character of Hoore'a Indian Appeal* ia food.

ReporUr

:

—
Edmdnd Fitz Moom. Sft Mooia'e Privy Oouncil Cam, p. 21,

npra.

Judges rfportfif —
TlieM are tlio name a« in Moore'a Privy Council Cwm, old and

new aeriM (p. 21, <«i>ni), with mme exceptiom. The (oUowing
membem i>[ the Judicial Committeo who deUvcred Judgments
appear in the Privy Council Caaee and not in the Indian Appaab :

Lord Lyndhumt, Ixird Hathcrley. Loid Selbomr, Archbiihop
Thonuon, Nir Alexander Cocltbum, Hir .John Leach, Sir Wm. Erie,

Sir .Tonathan Frederick Pollock, Hir Fitiroy Kelly, Sir Crmawell
Creffiwell, Sir John NichoU, Sir Herbert Jenner-Fuat, Lord Pen-
zance and Sir Bamra Peacock. The following mcmbere, aa reported
by Mooiv, delivered judgments on Indian Appeals only :

Lord Denman (Thomas Denman) ; for biographical note, see
under Common Law Judges in Part II of this work.

Sir Edward Ryan ; see Appendix, p. 115.

For other Privy Council Reports, see " Reports in all the Courts
"

in Part II of thia work.



CHANCERY REPORTS.

Prklihinaiit Notr.

In 1741 tho author ol Caut temj). Tathoi vrnin in his preface :

" There ore but lew boolu ol rcportu of cases in Chancery, inao-

mooh that before the publication of Mr. Vernon's (1726—1728), a

gentleman must have attended that bar many years before he

could with justice to his client venture to give advice in equity

matters ol difficulty." Tho absence ol ony early Chancery

reports, properly so called, is accounted lor by the lact that Lord

Nottingham (1678—1682) was the first Choncellor to lay down

fined principles ol equity (o). Except by Peen TTillioiiu, sueh

Chancery cases as there are down to tho time ol Lord Hardwicke

(1787—1756) are mostly ill reported. Cory, the earliest Chancery

reporter (1867-1604),containsonlyBhort notes ol cases, but some

of them are uf intertf^t as recording the decif*ion« of Lord Elles-

mere, Diclteni (1589—1798), as he extends o.-er the last quarter

ol the eighteenth century, is described below (p. 80). BtporU in

Chancery (1615—1712) contain in Part III well reported decisions

ol Lord Cowper ; the rest are meagre. C<uet in Clianeerij (16B0

—

1688) are only valuable lor two cases, that ol tho Duke ol Norfolk

and that of the Earls of Bath and Montague. Fretman (1060—

1706) contains Chancery cases in volume 2, which was edited by

Hovendcn in 1823. Modern RepvrU, 8th edition by Leach (1663—

1755) fully described by Wallace {Rejiorlcrs, 847), comprise com-

mon law and equity cases, and volume 9 (1712—1755) which

has been defended by Wallace from undeserved criticism, ex-

clusively equity. Equity Cases Abridged (1667—1744) are not

more than a digest, but are spoken of by Kent {Commentaries, i.,

492) as ol respectable authority. Precedents in Chancery (1689—

1722) are referred to by Kent (i. 492) in the same terms. In 1725

were issued Reports temp. Finch (1673—1680), then the chief

(d) Even M late as the year 181S Lord Eldon found it neeeMAiy to nay

that hft (tnald not agree that the doctrines of the Court were to be changed

t^ ereiy inooeeding judge [Qet T. PriliAard, 2 Swanston, at p. 414).
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Conors. 3TeS ^r'Z %herr«"'
"""""•" <''*»''•

por(er.,499
;

h.3 reports have alway., borne a high character andthe,r vahie „ enhanced by the notes of Cox in the 4th and fo In;^nf

not of the h,ghest rank, but have all been improved by late

scribed ril": ' ""•"' " ''''• ^"^ P-"" 8™-%
a port! of The

,%"""' " '™'-'™''' ^"'l "^ tW' i"cludel

""' ''?°^' "' ""^ «^'''^'=^» 'lion -SshlL^
n39 Tr^""^' ""T"""' ''"' ™'^ """i^" down totLe yea"1739. R,^c:m,/s Hardmckc contains Chancery decisions oUhatudge for the year, 1744-5. Eden's Beport, published in 18,8

of Lord N T"" '""'"™''
'" '«^^)'^"' oriSinaltTnlript!of Lord Northmgton, extend from 1767-1766; These a e thopnncpa Chancery reports down to the commencemen o, Lord

casir ^^^^^""-''•P '" "78, from which drChLS
tTnnonrfJ t ^ "'•°''''' ""P' '" """"^i"-' '^ort gaps cZ
through the Common Law reports

"i^nueiea

The modem reporters in the Court of Chancery down to the
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commenceracnt ol the Law Reports in 1865 rnn in soparote series,

each of which for the moat part embraces the decisions of a Lord
Chancellor, Master of the Polls, or Vicc-Chancellor and his successor
in office. The follov.iig ct-.iifiCLiiion Iios usually been adopted :

I. Cluineery (Lord JmrKellor, ite.j

.

This series includf (It regular or ; .ithorizcd reports of decisions

of the Lord Chancelic! aid L')id3 Jommissioners ; those of the
Master of the Eolls down to 18S0, when Keen began a separate
series of reports at the Rolls ; and those of tlie Vice-Chancellor
of England down to 1815 when Maddock began his reports in the
Vice-Chancellor's Court. It includes also appeals heard liy the
Lords Justices sitting witii or opart from the Lord Chancellor
from 1851—1865.

II. Chancery (coUateraTj.

This series includes reports collateral with series I., not being
regular or authorized reports, and also some decisions of the Vice-
Chancellors after 181.').

IIL Bolls Court.

This series includes cases at the Rolls, 1836—1865.
IV. Vice-chancellors o] England.

This series begins with the decisions of Sir Thomas Plumer in

1815, and is carried on to Sir Lancelot Shadwell, the last Vicc-
ChanccUor of England, and the succeeding judges sitting in the
same Court, ending with Vice-Chancellor Kindersloy.

V. Vice-ChanceUors Knight-Bruce, Parker, and Stuart.

This series begins with Sir James Lewis Knight-Bruce, one of
the additional Vice-Chancellors appointed under the Act, 5 Vict.

c. 6, and includes his successors, Sir James Parker, and Sir John
Stuart.

VI. Vice-Clumcellors Wigram, Turner, and Wood.
This series begins with Sir James \Vigram, one of the additional

Vice-ChanceUors appointed under the Act 5 Vict. c. 6, and includes

his successors Sir George James Turner, and Sir Wilham Page Wood.
VII. Vice-Chancellors (collateral reports).



I.-CHANCERY (LORD CHANCELLOR. &c.).

AMBLER (kmb.)—Period. 1737—1783.
Reports of Cases arg.io.1 and determined in the High Court

of Chancery nith some few in other Courts. By Chabies
Ahbler.

1 volume, folio (London), octavo (DubUn), 1790.
2nd edition, with corrections from tlie Registrar's books

references to subsequent cases, a new index, and a
list of cases cited or referred to .in the text. By John
EujAH BtUNT. 2 parts, paged continuously, octavo,

Reprinted in 27 English Reports.'

The main object of this publication was to bridge over the chasmn Chancery reports totwoen the time of Lord Hardwicke and tZof Ixird Thurlow, that is to say, between Atkyns and Vesev scnron the one «,de and Bmwn's Chancery Cases ..„ the other Thoughno decis,o,LS of Lord TImrlow a,« l/ported, ll,e collection extend,over a small part of his chancellorahip
extends

I -..^rH p"'
"'"i."''

'"''.',"•1'' <^'»'«""y. Lunacy, Bankruptcy, CommonLa«, and Pnvy Couned, but principally Chancery, are not in strict

not m^Tt^ ""f";
T'>« P"=f'«^'' to the Rm Sition sta^ that

own notes Tl.e"H™
"' '™rteen of them are from the author'sown notes Tlic deo.sions compnse those of Lord Hariwickc

Sr, T V ""y"',?""- ' ^"""'y' S" J- strange, Sir T. Clarke and
.Sir T. .Vwell as Masters of the Rolls. Ambler's Reports are contemporary m part with Dickens, West temp. H.irdwicke Atk™
a"nTSwn","c.C.'''™^

*''"'' "'"^"'^'"'' ^''- V-P.t-feX
" Although the majority of caws arc of acknowledged importarce it ha.

^"r.5'"X/!t'?nVe^.r'''"^"' "" """^ "'^™ "" '"^*''"
" Those report, do not bear any mark, of superior accuracy over thosio ofthe «me per,o<l already in the handB of the p^fesrion, th/c^S fagene al very b„e«y stated. The arg,m,ent. iommonly on oriido oak

?he »^f^^"* '"u"";'"''
"•""«' '" " '°''""<^' apparently intended toSthe author, rccolcctmn, rather than to tWMni forpublio u» « Mti»fa^„MC^nnt of „c principle, of the re.pective determinatL,. Neithe S^^appear, that in giving the«. caw, to the pubUc any .hare of that alte^l™h«i been bcto.ed which ha. been generally Z^i^^S « ntc^^"^
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former reporters, in puintiiig out the uuthuritivs on wliich many ot the

ai^Dienta and d' (orminutiuna h(.>ivin ri'iMirted are founded, "liethur extant

in the preavnt vul iiiie, or in uny other of thuso which are received as authority

in tho Court of C'liiincery ; not even in those cH^seu when- the decree lias been

appealed from, and either aQirmed ur re%'erM.-d in the Houm: [)f Lords : thin

omiaeion is the more material, as in those instances it u ill iu general be found
that such coses have been previously ruitorted in a more accurate and amplo
method than in tho present collection" {Colleclanea Juridica (ITUl), by
Francis Hargravc, Vol. i.. Register of law pubheation!), p. [13J).

" His reports are well known to be an extremely carcleM and imperfect

production. The facta of most of the cases are stated shortly and defectively ;

in many the dicta of tlie judges, in some even the points themselves, havu
been erroneously reported. The only notice which some of the most iniporlant

cases in tho book have received is a short memorandum of the )H)inis deter-

mined. The notes taken in the carUer lurt of his life evidently bear few
marks of subsequent revision, and the frequent discovery oL' errors has given

n reputation for inaccuracy to the pubUcatioo " (Preface to Eden, Ittltl).

•Vesey, senr., Atkyns, Ambler, I»ickens
—

" none of them are eminent n.(Ktrter8

either for accuracy or precision in the statements of the c.-v) es or hi giviiig the

judgment of tho Court " (Kent, Vommcntnrivs (I82ti), i. 4U4).

In tho American casi^ of Hall v. Hall (1827), 2 M'Cord's Chancery Cases,

313, Colcock, J., referring to the case of Ward v. II arrf (Ambler, 21)11), ways :

" I think it u case which sup})orts the opinion of Lord Eldoii that Ambler
is no authority

;

" but gives no reference to the passage u\ wliieh Lord Eldon's
opinion is stated.

In CUirke v. Parker (1812), 19 Vea. p. 12. Loitl Eldon «|)eaks of Ambler us

having "' a very considerable knowledge of the deewions of lus own time."

It will be borne in mind thiit thu above strictuitvs iiic applied to
tho Ijit edition of Ambler.

Lord Cum]ilK-ll iu s|M.'aking of Lord Camden says :
" Not uifrequently his

cliief repoiler (Ambler), after a brief statement of the arguments of tho
defendant's counsel, thus deals with a judgment on which the judge had
bestowed infinite labour and which was admired for its learnuig, precision,

and lucid arrangement :
' and Lord Camdi-ti being of the same opinion,

which he dehvered at large, the bill was dismissed ' (Ambler, (i(X>) " (CanipU'll,

C'/utnceUors, :(rd cd., V., 2tW).

"These reports, as originally published by the author, were not wind (he
profession had a right to expect from a lawyer of Mr. Ambler's ex|K'rienee

and abihties. In the preface to his Uei^rts he says :
' This work I am aware

derivea its only pretensions to merit from being an arcurttlc relation of facts

and opinions of gn-at men presiding in Courts of Justice.' The accuracy on
whicli the reporter jirides himself has not been granted to him by tlie pnj-

fession. . . . Sir. Blunt has corrected tho errow of Ambler and thus ha-s

very much added to the reputation and authority of the work " (Marvin,
Legal Bibliography (1847), 08).

Ambler's rcixjrts "never enjoyed, in the form in which they wei-e lirst

pubhshcd, a high reputation. The facts of most of tho cases are slated
shortly and defectively—one of the wtirst defects tliat ivports, and csiiecially

Chancery reports, can have. In many instances the language of the judges
was so erroneously reported that falso ideas were given, even of the pouits
decided. Ambler became, by a new and much improved edition, given to
tho profession in IS28 by Mr. Bhint, a more valuable reporter than he had
been " (Wallace, Reporters, 513, G14).

For references to Ambler's errors in individual cases, see Stuart

V. Marquin of Bute (ISOti), 11 Vcs., p. 062; Chapnrnn v. Hart
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Htporters

:

—
fHAELEs Ambler. Dk-d HW. Bam.ter Lincoln's Inn 1742 •

Trrasurer 1762, K.C., AttumeyGeneral to tlio Quoen

2„d°S'i.i^;:'nf a'"'k;"-
«"°"' "*'7

•
""^'' '8«8- Editor of theJnd edition of Ambler. Bornater Lincoln's Inn 1822 Commia-Bioner in Lunacy 1833-1842

: Master in Chancery 184<j:-1858

Jujges reported (a)

:

—
Lord Loughborough (Alexander Wedderbum), as Loid Com-missioner

; see Appendi.\, p. 90.
Sir Thomas Sewell, M.R. ; see Appendix p 98
-Ashurst, J. and Hotham, B., as Lords cLnimissioners ; seeunder Coin.mon Law Judges in Part II of this work.

iMtiKENS {Olek.)—Period, 1559—1792.
Eeport.s of cases argued und determined in the High Coniii

o£ Chancery. Collected by John Dickens; revised by
John Wyatt.

2 volumes (paged continually), octavo, 1803.
Keprinted in 21 English Reports.

These reports were prepared for publication by Wyatt from themanuscript notes of Dickens after his death. With the exTption
of the farst 17 pages the cases arc all of the eighteenth centuryand compn.,, many decisions of Lord Hardwicke and Lord Thur-low. Volume 2 contains several statements by Dickens, who wassenior acting Registrar of the Court, on points of practice on ivliichthe Court had ask«d him to report, and some of the eases are of
historical value on points of present-day practice (see in the indexto Dickens, title "Practice"). The cases reaUy end with the
resignation of Lord Thurlow in 1792, though one or two of later<mte are added. V o. ime 1 contains memoranda of forms observedat i«rticular cercmories, e.g. when the Prince of Wales, afterwards

. ^c^. ^h '°°'' "" =""''" »''"• » li»' of Lord ChanceUors etcfrom Sir Thomas More to Lorf Eldon. ' ''

"Mr. Dickens was a very allcntivo and diligent Pegistcr, but his notebeing ra her W, were not considered as ol very high authority ; h" ™
but II he hod the Register s books were always ntiTm! to " (ner Lord Redes'

^^^v'm ^- "'''"""' ^'"' ''°- ('SOsfl SchoSS 4

/r" I"'" >''^'"!!? ,.'*''"* "' 8""" importance- and the accuracy of the book
(lickens) m which it is reported being very questioimblo " (Sugdeu, Itsto
on<i/>niT*o»fr», 2ndcd. (18(J«), p. 139).

.^"H^'-u, i cimra

(a) The other Judges whose decisions are contained in Ambler are omittedas Isuig before 1776, and therefore outside the scope of this collection.
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" From the authur's olhoial Hituaticiii as Ki-giHtcr of ihe Court of t'liaiict-ry
for many years, great expectations »i;re formed Ijy tho protesnion from tllo
propoMd publication ol his rcporll sat parturiaiil iiioula, ifc." (Bridsman.
i«lP(Bi«i;.irai)*y(1807), Wl).

'

"Mr. Diokens, wlio from liia long cxpfriciicc in tliid Court, had a great
knowledge ol tho practice" (pir Lord Hdon, C, Xormy v. Jtuicc (1S13).
WVesey, p.153).
"Lord UaidMicke's decieion« are re|«)rted in the ilder Vcsiy and Atkyna

and partly in Ambler and Dickcna, and though none of them are eminent
reporters either for accuracy or prccinion in tho utatcmenH of the caia's orm givmg the judgment of the Court, yet tho value of his opinioiui and the
great extent of his learning and the soUdity of his judgments have been
Bufflciently perceived and understood " (Kent, Commmtariia (182»), i., 4U4).

^^

Ihe case of Evili/n v. tvili/n (3 IXckenii, 800), is reported in six woida

:

" Receiver appomtcd of an undivided estate," and is thus disposed of by
Su- John J^aeh, V.C., m a hter case :

" Eitlj/n v. Enlgii is but a word and
does not expluin the nature of tho estate" {Tyaon v. Faircloiifih (18J4) 2
Simons * Stuart, ji. 144).

" Much may no doubt be said a^';inst the accuracy of many of the itiKirls
in Uickens ; but tlien; are many ol them in which ho himself uiterfeii'd and
made suggestions to the Court. And I have always considered these cases ol
higher authority than the rest because you hav'e there an opportunity ol
Bi'eing what was suggested by a veiy ex|ierienced officer and what the Court
did m consequence {per Lord Cottenham, C, i'is/nr v. FuIkt (1847), 2 I'hiUiiis,
p. 240).

"There are a few decisions ol Lord Xottingham's ol little value to bo
found in . . . Dickens " (Campbell, ChaiicdUira, 3kI ed., iii.. 420). Alter
relcrruig to Ambler, "Dickens is generally more provokuigly deficient"
(i6. v., 263). " Thurlow is handed down to us as a judge by Brown, Vesey,
junr., and Dickens. It may be partly their lault but ho certauily aiineara
m then- reports to httle advantage " {ib. v., 629).
"The accuracy ol Dickens's reports is not to be rehed on, and this case

(BaiUj v. Ekim, 2 Dickens, 032) is a remarkable instance of their inaccuracy "

{ftr Stuart, V.C, Holland v. IJdtand (186'J), 20 Law Times, N. S., p. 5«).

For censure of individual cases reported by Dickenx, sec Adair
V. Shaw (1803), 1 Schoales & Lefroy at p. 25'J ; Boehm v. Wuod
(1823), Turner & Eusscil 338 ; ^Vcofe v. Duke of Marlborough (1838),
3 Mylne & Craig, pp. «i)-21 ; Soyd v. Brooks (1864), 34 Beavan, p. 9.

Seporlers

:

—
John Dickens. Bom 1722 ; died 1800. Entered the Clianceiy

Registrar's Office as a elc.k in 1736 ; apijointcd Deputy Kegistrar
in 1766 and was senior Deputy Kegistrar at the time of his death
in 1800. The office of Kegistrar or Register of the Court of Chancery
unta 1805 was a sinecure, the duties being performed by deputy
Registrars (see 45 Geo. III. e. 75).
John Wjait, editor of Dickens's reports. Bom 17134 ; died 1856.

Barrister Inner Temple 1700 ; bencher 1825 ; Attomey-General for
North Wales 1819. Editor of " The Practical Register," 1800.

Judges reported (a) ;

—

Lord Thurlow (Edward Thurlow) ; seo Appendix, p. 98.
Sir Thomas Senell, M.U. ; see Appendix, p. 96.

(a) Commencing with Lord Thurlow, the earher judges being outside the
scope ol this collection.



32 Handbook of Law Reports

BBOWK'8 CHAHCBRY CASES (Bro. Cb.)-P,riod, 177ft-I7»4.
Reports of cases argued and (IftiTmined in the High Court

of Chancery. By Wiluam Brown.
Ist edition, 4 volumes, foho, 1785—1794.

Tl,^ !.':h'r''
'"'',"°? "' ™'"'""'

'
"'"' ™"«J »'"> volume 2 in 17flO.The «hoe TOrk down to p. 480 of volume 4 wa, printed in the

Tas Wt bvt^;^"^'^
remahjder.except some triLr^iLioiL,Mas left by lum complete for publication (preface to volu-ne 4).

and edition, 4 volumes, foho, 1790-1794 ; with alterations,
additions, and an appendi.t.

,l,^r.T""™
™"''''''«,"'« "-"sed issue of volume 1 referred to

whtioA.
'""''"""« ™'"»"^ ^'"e i'^^'i'^'J «itl> those of the 1st

8rd edition, 4 volumes, octavo, 1801 ; corrected, with an
appeudi.\ of contemporary cases and additions of references
to more modern deterniiuations.

4th edition, by Hubert Henl„y Eden ; 4 volumes, octavo,
1819. Revised, notes of subsequent decisions and notes
hy Serjeant Hill added, and the Registrar's book, consulted
where necessary.

Volume 4 of this edition contains a subject-index to the four
volumes.

5th edition, by Robert Belt ; 4 volumes, octavo, 1820, with
corrections and additions from the Registrar's books, from
the author's manuscript notes in his own copy intended
for a further edition, and from other manuscript notes.

'Tlicie were t»o issues of volume 1 of this edition, the earlier of«l,ich describe- Itself as the 4th edition and bean, lie date 1819

Lfol rr^ """• "^"'°",
^Z"^"- ^'^ B«d««lale, the e^torrefers to it a.s owing much of its value to his Lordship's not«8There IS a separate subject-index to each volume.

The 5th edition is reprinted in 28, 29 Enghsh Reports.

s..^l"T'
""' "^'*?' °' ^"^ Thurlow's decisions, may be de-^^ "". ""^ "^""' f?*»' "' ""= "'K"'" reporters. ChMce%

broken line. Whei, he began to issue his reports in 1785 no
2rf"^-.^T ''""* "P'*""^ "'-^ "'"«= of Ve^y, senior, whichended ,„th the resignation of Lorf Hardwicke in 1756 though

!^lfPpT ,r''*1""' y flll«i to some extent (se^ p 2^«Vfa). Probably Brown IS the earliest "authorized" re^rterfor It appear, from his preface that not only was h^ uSobligation to Sir Lloyd Kenyon, M.R„ for intredLtag the rSanu-scnpt of his 1st volume to the notice of Lord Thurlow, but Z, to
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Lord Loughborough for reading a considerable ,Mrl of the «ork

Ur^^n.^Zt'"'" "" "'" ""^' " ™- -«>«' •-'- ">"

fT,?^!!iV™°*' ''f,™"'*n>porary in part »ith Dickeiw, Cox'sCTianceo' Cases, and \ escy, junior. C, P. Cooper gives the namesof «U the eounsel, 106 in number, mentioned by Brown as behgengaged m the cases reported by him (1 Cooper temp. C^tteS*

"Not»ilh»t»iiaiiig 111. real ami «iin.„».,| ii„n.c„„i-i I Mr II.,,,.,,-.
".port, thoy I„r,„ „. ,|„. „„|,. ^,aJL ..tZ^nZ::L^,J^^^
jnd „m„y .,( the o^: .ro „.U „,„m^ " ,Advu1i«.u,™. to OthS™Ty

whuJ'TtW Cr 't!
°""'''"' """'? "*'"'"'<' "g-'-enl- .,( Lord Eldonwnue at the bar. Ihoy are muro fn-qmnty citwl bv » liters on oouil»

,un.pn.de„cc. «,d u, the di»;u.si„n ofequitj ca«,, than any oth-rS
vej, great praoUoal value, 'ihey Kret put into form and stamped the »eiclitand ^p,e» „ high authority upon many point, of pleadinfand p'^tice

1« Srilif ""'i*"'?"!
^""le"'™! '" -y eertan? or aeSi

b

„™l T? decuion. also led the »ay in establi>hing many poinla ofgeneral equity jumprudence. . . . The labours of JIi. Jielt and ff Ede,

krl .''^d?„°"^r"'"
"'"" "' "" ''«*'»°» ''"-^ eminent oont^porl^y

1?^™, , ,
^' '"port""' eorreetions from the «egi«tiara bookThav,a^mo^teitoly removed any ineonvenienee arismg from the inaecura^ierofMr. Lrown, while the notes of later deeisions by those learne<l intlemin

fSr %™'**''
'^l^ 8f""X •" ""^ '"™"4h ehara:iu"o thj w, "k

"

(I-reface to Amonoan edition, by Pcrkuis, Boston, U.S.A 18«)
'

takeJ^ bTthS'm'f^s^^
"'•

^T," T «"""""> '"""id^'d ai too shortly

ta .^i'cl, I ^ 4i, f
•^""'<'!<"i I"' by the very- brief and concise mamiiiin whichW Thnrlow generally pronounced his decrees, seldom givhiii his

n^hl V. /(,W,,, a Dow, at p. 385; Campbell, a,.„cdlL, 3vi ed v., (iWBrKlgma... .talementi. entitled to «eiglit .. being eoiiteiiporaiy ev deuce

to go too far. On hl» dismissal in Mav, 171)2, Lord Thurlow does anocarZ

K^rar s oflioe (»e 3 Brown Chancery Ca«-s. note opiwile p. 1).

with tIS"^,,^ •
'''"? °' '*'••''""«' '*''"<J- i» *""'». '^"""nri.cingwith Lord Thurlow s appomtment to the oflieo of Chancellor, and the hinhcharMjter of the Court at that period gave to those ifl..rt. a ven e" ens ?e

™" £'"f"^ ''•
r""'"' L'

"'"' °' ""> <™<» '" Brown upon which no reliance

editions of the work " (Ram, Science o/iepaUWp.e«« (1834), 101,
".

<!„», °B ° °^' ." "" ""'«' •" B""™ ""^ in«:curately reixirted "
SwfUn on Pou,«r», 6th ed. (1836), ii., 280, ».).

"i«.i"u

,J^i"",T
*'?''"""'' "™'"'' "'"»' <'" t^> Brown-, „vn, notes and

hrmed by the fact that the same remarjf appears in the 1st editionof Sugdens work, published long before Edens or Belts editions
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of firuwii appeared. See Hugd^n on Powers, Ut edition (1808),

p. 418.

" Thurlow ut tuutded duwn to lu m a Judgu by Bruwn, Vutey, junr., and
Dickens. It mi<.y be partly their fault, but ho certainly appears in their

reports to little advantage " (Campbt^ll, CHancrllora, 3rd cd., v., 529).
" From the singular inaccuracy uf Mr. Bruwn on a rcpurtur and his slovenly

manner of niuddhng over eaiwii." ..." When quarrelling on the bench with

one of the judgi»unt<i of hiH predeccMor, Lord Eldou said, ' that ho should

have DO reason to com[)lain if he had urged the case in the Court in the shamefid

way be is reprt'svntcd, or rather misreprettented, to have done, by Mr. Brown,

in total ignorance of liis meaning. The printed roport gave no idea even of

the scope of hin obsor^-ationa ' " (Townsend, Livea of Tweli'e Judges (1846), il,

381). TuwiLsund gives no reference to the report of the case iwfora Lord
Eldoii.

" A book, not of first-rate authority, but the only authority for most of it*

period " (1 Ucvised Iteportti, vii.).

For particular iiwtances of error in Brown's Chancery Cafles, see

Zouch V. Lambert (1793), 4 Brown C. C. (Belt's ed.) 326 ; Adair v.

ahaw (1803), 1 Schoales and Leti"oy, p. 251) ; Irving v. Thompson
(183'J), » Simons, p. 24 ; Carver v. Richarik (1860), 5 Jurist N. S.,

p. 1415 ; Rt Parker (1880), 40 Law Journal Ch., p. 588 ; (1881),

50 Law Journal Ch., p. 630, C. A.

Reporters

:

—
WiLUAM Brown. Died 1704. Barriuter Iiuier Temple 1766

;

Deputy County Clerk of Middlesex.

Robert Henley Eden (Baron Henley), editor of the 4th edition

of Brown'ii Chancery Cases. Burn 1780 ; died 1841. Barrister

Lincoln's Inn 1814 ; MaHter in Chancery 1826—1840 ; author of

Eden's Reports and other law books.

Robert Belt, editor of 5th edition of Browns Chancery Cases.

Died 1840. Barrister Inner Temple 1802 ; Commissioner of Bank-
ruptcy.

Georoe Hill, Serjeant-at-law, whose notes are added in the 4th

edition of Brown, was born in 1716 and died in 1808. In 1784,

when he held a prominent place in the Court of Common Pleas and
on the Midland Circuit, he is thus described by Sir Samuel Romilly :

*' A lawyer of very profound and extensive learning but with a very smivll

portion of judgment and without the faculty of making tiiu great knowledge

useful. . . . For modem law he hod supremo contempt, and I have heard

him observe that the greatest service tluit could be rendered the country

would bo to ropeal all the statutcn, and bum all the reports which were of a
later date than the Revnlution" (Memoirs of Sir Samutl RomiUif, i. 72).

S(.'rjeant Hill's manuscripts art in Linrnln's Inn library.

Judges reported

:

—
Ijord Thurlow (Edward Thurlow) ; see Appendix, p. 98.

Lord Loughborough (Alexander Wedderbum) ; see Appendix,

p. 99.

Sir Thomas Sewell ; see Appendix, p. 96.

Lord Kenyon (Lloyd Kenyon) ; see Appendix, p. 87.

T^rd Alvanley (Richard Pepper Arden) ; see Appendix, p. 70.
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Brown's repurt» aim. t-untaiii juilj(ininU uf Kir Joniw Eyre,
Olid B«ron of the txchciuiT, HIr William Hfuiy A»hiir«t, Jiwtira
of the King » Bench Sir John ,;U„, Ju,tire of tl.o LVmuiion Hcasand Sir Beaumont Hotliam. I)ui..„ „f the Exil.o.iucr, wliilo actiiiu
a* Lords C(.mmi«»ioucr»

: „.,d „l Sir rrancis Biillor, Juatico of thuKings Bendi who occasionally sat as Lonl Thurlow's deputy in
the Court of Chancery Biogiaphical [larticulars of these will bo
found under the Commoi. Law Judges in Part U of this collection.

COX <Cox Eq.)—Period, 1744—1700 and 17S3—17y7.
Cases in the Court of Equity from 1783 to 1706, inclusive,
mth a few of an caili.-i- date by Lords IlanUvicke and
Northington. By Samuel Compios Cox.

2 volumes, octavo, 181B.

Keprinlecl in W, 30 Eii-U»h liiports. See also 1, 2 Kevised
Reports.

„,™° '^""™ '" Cox's notes to the 4!h and 5th editions of Pcera
Williams reports (1787 and 171)3) were the foundation of Cox's
Chancery reports. Thinking at first to enlarge thu statciiients of
the cases and include them in the form of reports in an appendix
to a new edition of Peero Williams, the author subsequently deter-
mined to issue them with souio few other cases as a separate work
hence the present volumes. The additional cases consist ehiellv of
decisions (1744 to 1760) of Lord Hanlwicke and Lord Xortluiigton
cited m the principal eases together with bankruptcy cases un-
connected with Peere Williams. The present work is supplementol
to Brown s Chancery Cases ud to the earlier volumes of Vesey, juii.

^^
Cux's notes to Peere WUliuiiis were pruised by yir R. P. Arden, .M R :

" I cannot omit to obscrvo the great obligations of tli<j biiich and the bar
to Mr. Coi tor hU edition ol Pcoi-o WUJiamB, m the iiotc» lo which all the
caset upon the subjects Ihiy treat of are to be found " (CKnton t. Seimout
(1790), 4 Vcsey, p. 462) ; and the same judge spoke to a Bimilar cHcct m Woodt

I?™*!"'"??^ <""*'• ' ^"*'J'' J™"'- P- '*•• ""i "1 Thmuam V. WaMltord
(1799), 4 Vesey, p. 332. l^his opinion was conflrmcd by Loid Eldon ui
Aldnch y. Cooptr (1803), 8 Vesey, p. 392 :

" Yet there is no doubt of the
authenticity of that note ; for Mr. fox has m this, as ta all other casis
(which makes his work of so much value in the hbrary ol a lawyer) exammed
the Register s book, which corresponds with the note."

Chancellor Kent describes Cox's Chancery Coses as "neat, brief, and
perspicuous reports of unquestionable accuracy " iCoiiuneittaries (18261 L
406). '* '

The editions of Peere Williams subsequent to the publication of
Cox B reports omit hii, full statements of cases in the notes and refer
the reader to the latter work.

Reporter

:

—
Samuel Compton Cox. Born 1758; died 18.19. Barrister

Lincoln s Inn 1781 ; Master in Chancery ; Treasurer of the roundUnir
Hospital. ^
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Jtidiet riporltd .—
. .. . „

Lold Thutlow (Edward Thurlow) ; «<» Appendix, p. »«.

Lord Loughborough (Alexander Wedderbum) ; »ee Appendix,

p. IW.

Lord Konyon (Uoyd Kenyon) ; see Appendix, p. H7. _

Lord Alvanley (Richard Pepper Ardeii) ; »eo Appendix, i».

YBSIY, Junior (Ym. Jon. or Ym.)—PcrioiJ, 1789—1810.

Report» ol Ca»ei* argued and deterniiued iu the High Court

of Chancery. By Feancis Vebey, junior.

l8t edition, 19 volumes, 1—6 lolio, 7—19 octavo, 1798—18-22.

The 1st volume was reprinted in lolio in 1795. Vols. 1—

6

were reprinted in octavo in 1801, etc., being described as

the second edition, but the true second edition was published

in 1827. See below.

2iid edition, with notes ol later statutes and decisions, 19

volunus, octavo, 1827 ; volume 20 (being a Table of Cases

and Subject-Iin' ;.1, octavo, 1833.

A Supplemeni by John Evkyn Hovbnden, containing notes

on the 19 volumes, was published in 1827, 2 volumes,

octavo, without the reporter's sanction. See " Advertise-

ment " to volume 20.

The 2nd edition is reprinted in 30—34 Enghsh Eeports. See

also 1—13 Revised Reports.

Vesey ,
Junior, following Brown's Chancery Cases, continues the

line of regular Cliancery reporters ; to some extent Vesey overlaps

Brown, 1 and i Ves. jun being contemporary with 2—t Brown, C.C.

;

and both are supplemented by Cox. There is a gap in Vesey from

Trinity, 1812, to Hilary, 181S, which i„ flUed by Vesey ft Beames

(see 19 Vesey, 260, note). For the year 1815 Vesey is supplemented

by Cooper temp. Eldon, and for 1815—16 by Merivale.

In the 2nd edition, volume 1 contains a table of all the cases

reported in the 10 volumes. At the end of volume 19 is a list of

crrala in volumes 1—11, and at the end of volume 30, a list of

further errata in volumes 1—20. Some copies have the date 1827

instead of 1833 in the title page of volume 20, but this is an error,

as the preface to that volume is dated October 1833. Tliis volume

is not to be confounded with an Index volume to the Ist edition

" by a barrister," published in 1822, without the reporter's sanction.

See " Advertisement " to volume 20. Tlie first three volumes are

cited as " 1—3 Vesey, jun. " to distinguish them from the three

volumes of Veaey, senior. The remaining volumes of Vesey, junior

are cited as " 4—20 Vesey."

" These reports are distinguished for their copiousness and fidelity. The

Bame character is due to the reports of hia euccesaors, and though great com-

plaints have been made at the delay of causes, arisuig from the eautioiu
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and (ktubting mind of tho prrwnt Tmorabki Lftrd Choncollor of England,
it Momi to bo unlrrrvally omoedvd that hv Uvt^ma I'XtnwttxUnary dillgi'nco

In the invefltigation of ImmenM detail* of buitmeM, and arriTea in the «iul

at a oorreot ooneliuion, and dinptayii a moat oomprrheniivo and familiar

aoqualntanco with equity princi|^on. It mimt nererthplefui be odmitt^ that

the irpoKi of Lord Eldon n odminiiitration of equity, amounting to perhapa
thirty volumPH, and roptot« with att^'nuatt^l diNCumion and Iooho Huggpstiona

of doubts and difflcultiPt, aro enough t<> toxk veiy aerrrrly thn patience of

the profeHion" (Kent, Commtnlarifn, i., 4B5 (a)), (L826.) On the Mama
ubject Lord Campbell remarlu :

" Him (Ii>rd Eldon'ii) latrr reporten were
very able men, and if they had felt themHelveti at liberty to methodiM and
condense—accurately prenrrving the nubHtance and the spirit of thn original

—

they would have ilone much more juiilicf) to him, and conferred a much gn>ater

benefit on the public ; but I have been told that he highly diaappruved of

any propnoal for reporting him on thin plan, and that he wan beat pIpOHed

when he uw himielf in thn transcript of a ihorthand writer " (C)uinetUor»

(1847), Tii., 641).
" I cannot here deny mynelf the pleasure of obiierving how greatly the

prnfeaaion in indebted to Mr, Vniiey, Junior, for bin Reports of CoHen in

Chancery for a series of years. They an' valuable for the Judgment nhown
in the selection, and for their fidelity " (Maddock, Chantrry Practice, Srd ed.

(1837), prefooe. xxii).
" Thurtow is handed down to us as a judge by Bro«-n. Vesey, junior, and

Dickens. It may be partly their fault, but ho oertttinly appears in their

reporta to little odrantago " (Campbell's Chanoellom, v.. fi20).

"Ho (Ixrd Loughborough) was unlucky in his reporter. I knew this

gentleman well. When near eighty he was still called 'Vesey, junior,' to

di:*tinguish him from his father, the hiatiiringnipher of Lord Hardwiclie.

Ho was a very giMKl-nature^l fellow, and very honest and painstaking, but
very dull. He wn>te his notes in shorthand, which never will produce good
reporting. He has succeeiled much Ijetter with Sir William Orant, whose
judgments, when delivered, were perfect in thought and expression; but he
was quite unequal to the task of abridging, arranging, and giving the spirit

of any discourse which he heani " (Campbell's Chnncfllorii, vi.. ed. 1847, 237,

note). Xotwithfltanding this faint praise. Lord Campbell was able, in later

years, to describe Vesey, junior, as " a very careful and accurate reporter
"

{Turner v. Wright (1960). Jurist (s.i.). p. 810).

For censure of an individual report in Vesey, Junior,

V. Ixmaa (1S73), L. R. Exchequer, p. 35.

The general character of these reports is good.

! An.Qen.

JReporler

:

—
Franos Vesiy, junior. Bom 1764 ; died 1845. Son of Francis

Vesey, senior, reporter. Barrister Lincoln's Inn 1792 ; one of the
Six Clerks in Chancery. See Lord Campbell's account of him, supra.

Judges reported

:

—
Ijord Thurlow (Edwatd Thurlow) ; see Appendix, p. 08.

Lord Loughborough (Alexander Wedderbum) ; see Appendix,

p. 99.

(a) Of Chancellor Kent, Lindley, L..T., said :
" I do not believe myself that

there ever was a lawyer of greater attainments, greater judgment, and greater

skill in the application of principles'* {Kennedy v. rff Trafford, [1806] I Chancery,

p. 774).



S8 Handbook or Law Rkports

Lord Bldon (John Roott) ; ner Appendix, p. 96.

Lord Enikino (Thomu Enkin«) ; mw Appendix, p. 8ft.

Lord Alvanley (Richard Pepper Arden) ; nee Appendix, p. 70.

8ir William (irant ; iee Appendix, p. Htt.

Veiiey'H reporta aim contain certain JudgmentH of 8ir James Eyre,
Chief Baron of the Exchequer, Hir William Henry Anhumt, Justice
of the KinK'i Bench, and Sir John Wilson, Justice of the Common
PleftK, while acting nn Tennis rnmmissioners, and of Kir Francis
ButltT, JuNticp of the King's Bench, wImi iM'ciiHiotutlly nat as Ixird

Tliurlow'n deputy in the (Viurt of Oiniicery. Biogrnf^ical parti-

cularN of thcw will he found under Common !*nw Judgew in Part II

of this collection.

YBBEY AND BEA1IE8 (Yh. * B,)—Period, 1H12-1R14.

Heports of CnsPH argued and determined in the High Court

of Chancery. By Francis \>sby and John Bbaheb.

8 volumes, octavo, 1R18—181."..

The Srd volume consiitH of ahout 200 pages, being lean than

halt the size of volumffl 1 or 2.

2nd edition, corrected, with additional notes referring to the

late cases, etc. 8 volumeH, octavo, 1818.

Reprinted in 35 English Reports. See also 12, 13 Revised

Reporta.

These reports fill the gap in Vesey junior, from Trinity, 1812,
to Hilary, 1HI5 (see 10 Veney. 260, note). At the end of volume 2 is

the Royal Warrant of 14 December, 1H14, giving the Attorney and
Holicitor-General order of precetlency before, instead of after, " the
two ancientest of our Serjeants at Law."
For Chancellor Kent's general comment on Lord Eldon'a reporters,

see remarks above under " Vesey, junior."

For censure of an individual report in Vesey ft Beamea, see
Bending v. Bending (J857), 3 Kay ft Johnson, 257.
The general character of these reports ia good.

Reporters

:

—
Francls Vesey. See under Vesey junior, p. 36, 9upra.
John Beames. Bom 1781 ; died 1853. Barrister Lincoln's

Inn 1811; K.C. 1832; Bencher; Commissioner of Lunatics;
Commissioner of Bankruptcy ; Member of the Chanceiy Commission
appointed in 1824 ; editor of Chancery Orders (1815) and outhor of
other l^al works.

Judges reported

:

—
Lord Eldon (John Scott) ; see Appendix, p. 05.

Sir William Grant ; see Appendix, p. H6.

Sir^Thoraas Plumer ; see Appendix, p. 93.



Ohanckky Reports 30

COOPIR Ump. ILDOM ^Coop. (l,.)—Periotl 18i:>.

CasM ATunM unti lU't.rtiiintfl in tin- Hiyh fnnit o( Clmiiom-.

By Georor CoopEn.

1 vnhiint', ootnvft. I8|r>.

Bfprinti'd in 35 Eii^lisli Rtport;*. Sro iiNt» 14 R^vi^Kl

Report ?<.

Tho r«giilar rrportu in tluH vnltinu- I»egin at p.
7" nml mmpri>*i«

(IpciHioriH of Lord l^Mnn, V., Hit Willinin Ornnt. M.R.. nnd SirThomnt*
Ptumer. V.C., in Hilary. Ensti-r, nml Trinity TfmiH. 1HI5. Tbew nri-

£
receded by a case (ex relatione) before Hir Riolmitl Pepixr Ardin.
[.R., in 1792, and some deciaiona of Lord Eldun and Sir Willinin

Grant between ISOl and 18U from the author'^ o»ti notes. Tlie
preface tells uh that these reports were not intended to compete with
Vesey, who had urged their publication. Rome cqwh in IKlTi are
given by both reporters, but Cooper's volume was isMued in that
year and the correHponding vohtme of Vesey (So. 10) not until 1M22.
Cxwper is followed by Merivale in the regular Merii'f*. but the latter
only reports cases More the rx)rd Chancellor and tli*' Muster of the
Rolls, while Maddock reports in the Vice-Chanrell<»r'n court from
this date.

For Chancellor Kent's general comment on Lord Eldon's reporters,
see remarks under Vesey, Junior, p. 36, above.
For censure of an individual report in Cooper, see Sankey v.

Alexander (1874), Irish Reports, 9 Equity, p. 286.
An erroi seems to have crept into C<ioper's report of ttne v. fiudgton

(p. 304). On a bill HImI for an account the defendant's nnwupr was
excepted to becanso tho account was nut set out. 'The defendant
swore that the account was so vohtminouH " tliat the Htani(M to the
schedule would alone cost £20,000." Ry the .Stamp Art, 48 fJeo.

III. c. 140, the duty on an office copy answer was 4//. for every sheet
of 90 words, so that, even if we read £2J)0. 0. for £20.000, the
schedule would extend to 17.400 sheets of 90 words.

llie general character of these reports is good.

Reporter

:

—
Sir George CooPKR. Bom 1778; died 1821. BarriMtrr Lincoln's

Inn 1801 ; Recorder of Prince of Wales Island (Penang). September,
1815; Justice of the Supreme Court of Madran, IHI" ; died at
Madras, August, 1821.

Judges reported

:

—
Lord Eldon (John Scott) ; see Appendix, 95.

Lord Alvanley (Richard Pepper Arden) ; see Appendix, 7iK

Sir William Grant ; see Appendix, p. 80.

Sir^Thomas Plamer ; see Appendix, p. 93.

MERIVALE (Mep.>—Pmod, 1815—1817.

Reports of cases argued and determint'd in llie HiKh Court

of Chancery, By John Herman MtitivALE.
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3 volumps, octavo, 1817—1819.

Reprinted in 35, 86 English Reports.

Revised Reports.

See also 16—17

These reports, beginning in Michaelmas Term, 1815, continue the
work of Cooper Temp. Eldon, with the exception of the Vice-
Chancellor's decisions which are taken up by Haddock from this
period. We learn from the preface that these reports were under-
taken with Veeey's approval, and in contemplation of his retirement.
\ olume 1 contains some of the cases found in 19 Vesey, tlie latter
being subsequent in date of pubUcation. An appendix to volume 1
contains notes and corrections ; an appendix to volume 3, notes of
cases 1806 to 1816, not comprised in the contemporary reports,
being decisions of Lord Eldon, Sir William Grant, and the Barons
sitting on the equity side of the Exchequer.

i' or Chancellor Kent's general comment on Lord Eldon's reporters,
see remarks under Vesey, junior, p. 36 above.
For censure of Merivale's report of a particular case see FituA v

HoUingstmrth (1855), 21 Beaven, 112, but it is pointed out in 17
Revised Reports, preface, p. vii., that aa the case is reported only
ex rdatione, it is no disparagement to " Merivale's general accuracy
as a reporter." Another report of Merivale's is criticized in Tyson v.
Fairdougk (1824). 2 Simons & Stuart, 145 ; and see 3 Simons, 1,
no/e and ib. 14. " One of Sir William Grant's best decisions, a ruling
authority.is given in fourteen lines," is said of Carrv. Carr, 1 Merivale,
641

; (2 Macqueen, House of Lords, 688, note). The statement must
be accepted according to the letter ; fourteen lines are occupied in
stating the principle decided, but the entire report fills four times
that space. As this report is also tx relatione, whatever credit is
due must probably be shared by the reporter with his informant.
The general character of Merivale's reports is excellent.

Reporter

:

—
John Herman Memvale. Bom 1779; died 1844. Barrister

Lincoln's Inn 1804 ; member of the Chancery Commission appointed
in 1824 : Commissioner of Bankruptcy, 1831.

Jvdga reported

:

—
Lord Eldon (John Scott) ; see Appendix, p. 95.
Sir William Grant, M.R. ; see Appendix, p. 86.

BWANBTON (Sw»ns.)—Period, 1818, 1819.

Reports of Cases argued and determined in the High Court
of Chancery. By Clement Tudwat Swanbton.

3 volumes, octavo, 1821—1827.
Reprinted in 86 English Reports. See also 18, 19, Revised

Reports.

These reports follow Merivale in the series of regular reports, and
are contemporary with Wilson, q.v. under 'Chancery (Collateral),'
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p. 61, infra. In appendixes to volumes 2 and 3 are reports and
entries of cases from the seventeenth century onwards, extracted
from Lord Xottingham's manuscripts and other sources. See also
volume 2, p. 83, n.

" In preparing the eases for publication, the editor, after conmdting every
authority cited in Court, was frequently induced to pursue the inquiry, and
in some important questions traced from its origin the theory of the sucoeseive
decisions. The notes subjoined to many of the judgments are the results of
thia investigation " {Preface).

" I would single out Swanston's Reports as those which, with the excellent
notes of the reporter, will perhaps best repay a diligent perusal " (E. J. Lloyd,
barrister, afterwards Q.C. and County Court Judge at Bristol, Lecture, on a
Course of Reading in Equity (1836), 12 Legal Observer, 521).
Mr. Swanston, "who so ably reported the later decisions of Lord Eldon,

has published, in the Appendix to his second and third volumes, from the
folio MS. volume of Lord Nottingham's judgmenta in his own handwriting,
a number of very important cases which strikingly exhibit the characteristics
of his judicial style and manner " (Campbell, Chancellors, iii., 420).

^^
Wallace {Reporters, 489), in referring to Reports temp. Finch, remarks:

" It is grievous to think that such are the records which profess to transmit
to UB the decrees of Lord Nottingham. A few only of his decisions come to
us in any form to do justice to his great understanding. These may be read in
the appendix to the 2nd and 3rd volumes of Mr. Swanston's Chancery Reports."

" 'Diese reports (Swanston) have generally been acknowledged to be among
the ve^ best that our country has produced " (Obituary notice, 38 Law
Tiroes Journal (1803), p. 363).

"Mr, F, P. Heard in an article on "The Reporters and Text Writers"
in the Southern Law Review, vol. i., p. 509, thus highly, but still justly,
characterizes these reports :

' The author was a man of fine literary attain-
ments, and an accomplished lawyer. The volumes are among the very best
of the Chancery reporters. The cartons of good reporting are rigorously
observed. The reporter gi^es a full statement of the facts, with an outline
of the pleadings, and the substance of the arguments, with the authorities
cited. . . . Many of the cases are enriched by learned and accurate notes
which are of great value, as containing a full classification of authorities
and discussions of questions of practical importance " (Wallace. Reporters,

For Chancellor Kent's general comment on Lord Eldon's reporters,
see remarks under Vesey junior, p. 36, supra.
The general character of these reports is excellent.

Reporter

:

—
Clement Tudw.iy Swanston. Bom 1783 ; died 1863. Barrister

Lincobi'a Inn, 1813 ; KG. 1832 ; bencher ; Commissioner of
Bankruptcy.

Judges reported

:

—
Lord Eldon (John Scott) ; see Appendix, p. 95.
Sir Thomas Plumer ; see Appendix, p. 93.

JACOB AMD WALKER (Jwj. & Yi.)—Period, 1819—1821.
Reports ol Cases argued and determined in the High Court

of Chancery. By Edward Jacob and John Walker.
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2 volumes, octavo, 1821—1828.

There is a hiatus in the paging of volume 1, )ip. 429 148
being omitted.

Reprinted in 87 English Reports. See also 20—22, Revised
Reports.

Jacob and Walker succeed Swanston as reporters of Lord Eldon C
and Sir Thomas Plnmer, M.R.

For Chancellor Kent's comment on Lord Eldon's reporters, see
remarks under Vesey junior, p. 36, above ; but any censure on
the reporters that may be implied from the Chancellor's words
cannot apply to Jacob and Walker, wiiose reports have always
borne a high character for excellence.

Reporters

;

—
Edward Jacob. Bom 1796; died 1841. Fellow of Caios

College, Cambndge
; Senior Wrangler 1816 (WheweU bein<r second)

Barrister Lincoln's Inn, 1819 ; equity draftsman ; K.(5. 1834 j

received an assurance of an equity judgeship shortly before hia
death (Venn, Hialory ofCaiua College) ; died in Malta ISth December,

J w Author of Trealue on the Law of Properly relating to Hudmnd
and Wife. Ahonmotot Jacob's was quoted by the late Lord Justice
James on the hearing of a Chancery Appeal where the only question
was one of costs :

" 'mis due reminds me of what I was informed forty yesn ago by the
late Mr. Jamb, that qaestions in this court are in the following order with
respect to the importance attached to them and the leal with which they are
argued, namely, practice first, costs second, and merits third and last

"

iAHomry-Oetieral y. Earl of Lotudak ( 1870), L. R. 6 Chancery Appeab, p. 143).

John Walkkr. Bom 1795 ; died 1869. Barrister Lincoln's Inn
1819

; Q.C. 1841 ; bencher.

Judges reported

:

—
Lord Eldon (John Scott) ; see Appendix, p. 95.
Sir Thomas Plumer ; see Appendix, p. 93.

JACOB (JtB.)—Period, 1821, 1822.

Reports of cases argued and determined in the High Court
of Chancery. By Edward Jacob.

1 volume, octavo, 1828.

Reprinted in 37 English Reports. See abo 23 Revised
Reports.

These reports, in continuation of Jacob and Walker, contain the
deciBiona of Lord Eldon, C, and tiir Thomas Plumer, M.R. They
bear the same excellent reputation as their immediate predecessors
but SIX years elapsed between the hearing of the cases and the
pubUcation.
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Repoiitr

:

—
Edward Jacob. See Jacob ft Walker, »upm.

4S

Judga reported :—
Lord Eldon (John Scott) ; see Appendii, p. OS.

Sir Thomas Plumer ; see Appendix, p. 03.

TURNER AND RUSSELL (Turn, ft R.)—Period, 1822—1S24.
Reports of Cases argued and determined in the High Court

of Chancery. By Georob (James) Turner and James
BUSSELL.

1 volume, octavo, 1882.

Though entitled " volume 1," no more were issued.

Reprinted in 37 English Reports. See also 28, ; Revised
Reports.

The decisions of Lord Eldon, C, and Sir Thomas Plumer, M.R.,
are continued in this volume. The reports bear the same excellent
character as their predecessors, but it will be observed that there
was great delay in publication.

Reporters

:

—
The Right Hon. Sir Georoe James Titrneb, Lord Justice of

Appeal (see Appendix, p. 90).

James Russell. Bom 1700; died 1861. Barrister, Inner
Temple, 1822 ; Q.C. 1841 ; leader in V.C. Knight-Brace's court.

Judges reported

:

—
Lord Eldon (John Scott) ; see Appendix, p. 96.
Sir Thomas Plumer ; see Appendix, p. 93.

RUSSELL (Rom.)—Period, 1826—1829.
Reports of cases argued and determined in the High Court

of Chancery. By James Russell.

6 volumes, octavo, 1827—1880.
The 6th volume consists of two parts only (360 pages), without
a title page.

Reprinted in 38 English Reports. See also 25—29 Revised
Reports.

„Sl'*' '*P°'*' 'o''"'' Turner ft Bussell after a gap of two years
(1824, 1825). During this interval no decisions of the Lord Chan-
oeUor or the Master of the Rolls sitting in the Court of Choncery
were reported in the regular series

; but see 2^ Law Journal Reports.
The Judgment in Whitt v. Vilty, partly reported 2 RusseU, 484, will

be found m 4 RusseU, 684.
The general character of these reports is good, but not equal to
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those of Merivale, Swannton, Jacob t Walker, Jacob, and Turner A
Kuasell. They had the merit of being more punctually issued than
the two last-named.

Reporter :

James Russell ; see under Turner t Russell, mpm.

Judges reported

:

—
Lord Eldon (John Scott) ; see Appendix, p. 95.
Loid Lyndhuret (John .Singleton Copley) ; see Appendix, p. 83.
l«rd Gifford (Robert Giffoid) ; see Appendix, p. S6.
Sir John Leach ; see Appendix, p. 90.

RUBSELL AMD HTLNE (tlxat. ft U.}—Period, 1829—1833.
Reports of cases argued and dptermined in the High Court of

Chancery. By James Russell and James William
Mylnb.

2 volumes, octavo, 1832—1837.

Reprinted in 89 English Reports. Sec abo 32 and 84 Revised

Reports.

These reports follow Russell after a gap of almost three terms,
Hilary, Easter, and Trinity, 1829, which is partly filled by Tamlyn
(see p. 57, below). There was great delay in publication, volume 2,
consisting principally of cases in 1831, not being issued until
1837. A very few cases in 1832 and 1833 are insert«l in volume 2,
which for practical purposes ends with 1831.
The general character of these reports is good.

Reportera

:

—
James Rjssbll ; see under Turner ft Russell, supra.
Jamks William Mylne. Bom 1801 ; died 1856. Barrister

Lincoln's Inn 1827 ; a Metropolitan Commissioner of Lunacy.

Judges reported

;

—
lord Lyndhurst (John Singleton Copley) ; see Appendix, p. 83.

Lord Brougham (Henry Peter Brougham) ; see Appendix, p. 80.

Sir John Leach ; see Appendix, p. 90.

HTLHE AND KEEN (Myl. ft K.)—Period, 1832—1886.

Reports of cases argued and determined in the High Court

of Chancerj-. By James William Mylne and Benjamin
Keen.

8 volumes, octavo, 1834—1887.

Reprinted in 39, 40 English Reports. See also 36, 89, 41

Revised Reports.

These reports follow Russell & Mylne after a gap of almost four
terms, Michaelmas, 1831 to Trinity, 1832. They are supplemented
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by C. P. Cooper's collection of Lord Bniughame judgments, 1833-34
(see Cooper temp. Cottenham, p. 65, infra).

The general character of these reports is good.

Reporters

:

—
Jahes WlLUAH Mylne ', see KusecU & Mylne, sapra.
Benjamin Keen. Barrister Middle Temple i830 (admitted

1816) ; admitted to Lincoln's Inn 1836 ; equity draftsman and
conveyancer ; author of Keen's Reports at the Rolls (see p. S8,
infra). He died in 1839.

Judges reported

:

—
Lord Brougham (Henry Peter Brougham) ; see Appendix, p. 80.
Lord T yndhurst (John Singleton Copley) ; see Appendix, p. 83
Sir John Learh ; see Appendix, p. 'JU.

Sir Charles Christopher Pepys (after^vaIds Lord Cottenham) ; see
Appendix, p. 92.

MYLHE AND CRAIO (My. ft C.)—Period. 1835—1840.
Reports of Cases argued and determined in the High Court

of Chancery. By James William Mvlne and Eichakd
Davis Cr.uo.

5 volumes, octavo, 1337—1848.

Reprinted in 40, 41, EngUsh Reports. See also 43, 45, 48
Reviicd Reports.

These reports follow Mylne and Keen after a gap of almost three
terms, Hilary, Easter, and Trinity, 1835. The secor and subse-
quent volumes omit the Master of the Rolls' decision'' Hhich,from
the appointment of Lord Langdalc in January, 1836, are reported
separately by Keen (see p. 58, infra). Volume 5 was pubhshed
five years later than Volume 4, and seven years after the latest
decision it reports.

The general character of these reports is good. As to a verbal
error in 2 My. & C, at p. 708, see 48 Revised Reports, preface, and
p. 93.

Reporters

:

—
James William Mylne ; see Russell & Mylne (p. 44, supra).
RiCHABD Davis Craio. Bom 1810 ; died 1884. Barrister

Lincoln's Inn 1834 ; Q.C. 1851 ; bencher ; one of the two revising
barristers for London and Westminster, 1835-40.

Judges reported

:

—
Lord Cottenham (Charles Christopher Pepys) ; see Appendix,

Sir Lancelot Shadwell ; see Appendix, p. 06.

Judgments of Sir John Bemaid Bosanquet, Justice of the Common
Pleas, Lord Commissioner, 1835-36, whose biography will be included
in Part II of this work, are also reported.
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GRAia AMD PHILLIPS (Cr. ft ^Ky-Period, 1840. 1841.

Report!4 of Cast's argued uud determined in the High Court

of Chancery. By Bichabo Davis Craio and Thomas
JODBELL FUILLIPB.

1 volume, octavo, 1842.

Though thitt is described as volume 1, no more were issued.

Reprinted in 41 EngUsh Reports. See also 54 Revised

Reports.

Craig ft Phillips cover the period Michaelmas, 1840, to Trinity,

1841, and are the latest regular reports of decisions of the Lord
Chancellor a» a Judge of first instance ; see " Phillips," infra.

The general character of these reports is good.

Reporters

:

—
RicuAAD Davis Craio ; see Mylne & Craig, above.

Thomas Joobell Philups. Bom 1807 ; died 1889. Barrister

Inner Temple 1835 ; authorof Phillipu' reports (see below) ; assumed
the name of PhiUips-Jodrell in 1868 (Burke's Land^ Gentry, " Jodrell

of Yeardflley ").

Judge reported

:

—
Iioi-d Cubteobam (Charles Christopher Fepys) ; see Appendix,

p. 92.

PHILLIPS {?h.)—Period, 1841—1849.

Reports of cases argued and determined in the High Court

of Chancery. By Thomas Jodrell Phillips.

2 volumes, octavo, 1847—1849.

Reprinted iu 41 EngUsh Reports. Bee also 65, 78, Revised

Reports.

The first volume of these reports covers a period of six year^,

1841—1846. The second volume purports to cover the period 1847

—

1849, but the first 177 pages are mostly of the year 1846. None
of the cases are later than January, 1849.

By General Order of 11th November, 1841, upon the appointment
of two additional Vice-Chancellors under the Act 6 Vict. c. 5, in-

formations or bills marked " Lord Clianeellor " were required also

to be marked with the name of one of the three \'ice-ChancellorB,

and suits so commenced were attached to the Court of one of the
Vice-Chancellors accordingly. The Master of the Rolls' causes

having been separated from the Lord Chancellor's under General
Order of 5th May, 1837, the practice was thus established, which
continued until the passing of the Judicature Acts, that the Lord
Chancellor should confine himself exclusively to the hearing of

appeals and the Master of the Rolls and the V^ice-Chaucellon to
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original causes and appUcatioiis. Acconlingly these repurts an.
generally confined to the decisions of the Lonl CliauceUur on appeal
from the Master of the Rolls and the Vice-C^anceUois,
At the beginning of volume 1 is a table of Chancery Judges from

the Restoration.

The general character of these reports is good ; but see Hall k
TweUs, p. 6B, i/i/ro.

Reporter

:

—
Thohas Jodbell Phillifs ; see Craig t Phillips, lupm.

Judges reported

:

—
Lord Lyndburst (John Singleton Copley)

;

p. 83.

Lord Cottenham (Charles Christopher Pepys)

:

p. 82.

see Appendix,

see Appendix,

HACHiOHTEN AND GORDON (Mao. ft 0.)-^crio«!, 1849—1852.
Beporta of Cases argued and detiTuiiued in thf High Court

of Chancery. By Steuabt Macnaohte.n and Alexander
Gordon.

8 volumes, octavo, 1850—1852.

Beprinted in 41, 42 Englisli Kiports. See also 84, 86, 87,

Revised Reports.

The two I^rds Justices of Appeal in Chancery appointed
under the Act 14 & 15 Vict. c. 83 sat first in Michaelmas Term,
1851. Their earliest decisions are reported in Dc Gex, Macnaghten
and Gordon (see Memorandum, 3 Macnaghten & Gordon,
754).

The general character of these reports is excellent ; but see Hall &
Twells, p. 56, below.

Reporter

:

—
Sir Stedart Macnaohten. Bom 1815

; died 18()6. Barrister
Middle Temple 1830 ; Chairman of Southampton Dock Company •

knighted 1890.

Alexahder Gordon. Bom 1815 ; died 1899. Barrister Inner
Temple 1841 ; equity draftsman and conveyancer.

see Appendix,

Judges reported

:

—
Lord Cottenham ((Jharles Christopher Pepvs)

:

p. 92.

Lord Traro (Thomas Wilde) ; see Appendix, p. 100.
Lord Langdsle (Henry Bickersteth) ; see Appendix, p. 80.
Sir Lancelot Shadnell ; see Appendix, p. 06.

Sir Robert Monsoy Rolfo (afterwards Lord Cranworth)

;

Appendix, p. 93.

The last three sat as Lords Commissioners in 1850.
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DI OU, lUCIIAOHTBll AHD OORDOM (D« 0., M. * 0.)

—Period, 1861—1867.

Reports of oaM> heard and determined by the Lord Chancellor

and the Court of Appeal in Chancery. By John Piteb Da
Oix, Btiuabt Macnaobtkn, and Alexander Gordon.

8 volumes, octavo, 1858—1864.

Reprinted in 42-44 English Reports. Bee also 91-114.

Revised Reports.

Sir James Lewis Knight-Bruce and Loid Craaworth were ap-
pointed the first Lords Justices of Appeal in Chancery under the

Act 14 ft 15Vict. c. 83, and tuulttiieir seats in Michaelmas Term. 1861,

when the present reports commence. The cases before the Lord
Chancellor were reported by Macnaghten and Gordon, the cases

before the Lords Justices 1^ De Gex. For a case where the report

in the Jurist and the Law Journal was preferred to that in De Gex,
Macnaghten i. Gordon, see Re Porta- (1866), 2 Jur. N. 8. 349.

The general character of these reports is ^ctllent.

Reporters :—
Sir John Pitib De Gix. Bom 1809 ; died 1887. Barrister

Lincoln's Inn 1835
; Q.C. 1865 ; bencher ; Treasurer of the Inn

in 1882, and Icnighted on the opening of the Royal Courts of Justice

in that year. Author or joint author of the following reports

:

Montagu Deacon & De Gex (Bankruptcy), De Gex (Bankruptcy),

De Gex & Smale (Chancery), De Gex, Macnaghten & Gordon
(Chancery), De Gex & Jones (Chancery), De Gex, Fisher ft Jonea

(Chancery), De Gex, Jones ft Smith (Chsncery).

Sir Steuabt Macnaghten and Alexander Gordon ; see

Macnaghten ft Gordon, above.

Judges reported

:

—
Lord Truro (Thomas Wilde) ; see Appendix, p. 100.

Lord St. Leonards (Edward Burtenshaw Sugdeu) ; see Appendix,

p. 97.

Lord Cranworth (Robert Monsey Bolfe) ; see Appendix, p. 93.

Sir James Lewis Knight-Bruce ; see Appendix, p. 89.

Sir George James Turner ; see Appendix, p. 99.

DE OEX AHD JONES (Da 0. & J.)—Period, 1857—1859.

Reports of Cases heard and determined by the Lord Chancellor

and the Court of Appeal in Chancery. By John Peter

De Gex and Henry Cadhan Jones.

4 volumes, octavo, 1858—1861.

Reprinted in 44, 45 KngUsh Reports. See also 118, 119, 121,

124 Revised Reports.
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The following note 1> prefUrf to Tolome 4 (1861) :-

Jleporfen.-—
^to Jomr Pma ». G«

: », D. Oex. U^cn^um .nd Gorton

Judicature Sc^uataim '*'''*'' '^'"' under the

Judgu reported :—

8.r George Jamee iSner ; ^ A^?^p*^ P' *"•

D«
0«f.

WSHBl. AHD J0H.8 (D. 0., P. » ,.)_p«Wod, ,859

'^r[te''^^':rA'"''f'''^'''"'''''''*''^c''»»-"»'Mid the Court of Appeal in Chancery. By Johs P.™.

4 volumes, octavo, 1861—1870

^S Replrtf""""
"''"'''• ^ ^^ '^. '^. -30

d^r,,Tr?he^'.rcordUr'difrsTe' V"" "^
the hut two volumes. ^^ '" '"' Puhlication of

Beporlen :—
Sib Johb Phib db Gbx : gee De Or iw.._. ui ^ «

p. 48, ntpra.
«»

.
see i» oei, Macnaghten t Gordon,

Fbancis Fhheb. Bom 1821 ; died 18«t B._! . r

.

Inn 1839
;
equity draftsman and'con^yiS ""**' ^<»'"'»

H.NBV CiDMAN JOKB,
; «« De Gex and Jonea, «,p™.
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Judgtt nportid .'-^

Lord CwnpbeU (John C»mpbeU) ; «» Appendix, p. 82.

laid WMtbury (Bich»td Bethell) ; rwe Appendix, p. 7«.

Sir Junee LewU Knight-Bruce ; iee Appendix, p. HO.

Sir Oeorge Junes Turner ; «ee Appendix, p. 99.

Dl OU, JOIIU IHB SMITH (D* 0.. J. * t-h-Ptioi. 1862

. —1886.

Reports of canes heard and determined by the Lord Chancellor

and the Court of Appeal in Chancery. By John PitiB

Db Oex, HiNHT Cadiian Jones and Biohabo Homom

Smith.

4 volumes, octavo, 1865—187S.

Reprinted in 48 EnRlinh Reports.

These reports end the regular series of Chancery appeals pnblirfied

under the title of the reportere' names, and are succeeded by The

Law Reports, Chancery Appeals. Mr. Cadman Jones continued to

report Chancery Appeals for the Law Reports in conjunction with

Mr. Charles Marett and Mr. Martin War^. ..,,„,. . .

,

At the end of volume 4, which was not Msued untd 1873, is a table

of oaMis reported in the series De Gex, Macnaghten and Gordon, De

Gex ft Jones, De Gex, Fisher & Jones, and De Oex, Jones A Smith,

1881-1866. „ ,

The general character of these reports is tzetlkni.

Rtportera

:

—
Sir John Pitkr Di Gix

;

p. 48, »ufra.

Hknby Cadman Jones ; see De Gex & Jones, p. 41), mij™.

RiCBABD HoRTON SMITH. Barrister Lincoln's Inn 18S9

;

1877 ; bencher ; treasurer 1903.

1 De Gex, Macnaghten ft Gordon,

K.C.

Jitdga reporltd

:

—
Lord Westbuiy (Richard Bethell) ; see Appendix, p. 7«.

Lord Cranworth (Robert Monsey Bolfe) ; see Appendix, p.

Sir James Lewis Knight-Bruco ; see Appendix, p. 89.

Sir George James Turner ; see Appendix, p. 99.

For other CSiancery reports C ird Chancellor, ftc), see " Chancery

(collateral) " reports, infra, a. " Reports in all the Courts in

Part II of this work.



n. CHANCERY (COLLATERAL).

"""'•^ "OIBg or Ckat-Period. 1767-1787.
NotM of c««.« extracted from tho miiu«cript» of Sir Samuel
KomiUy. with notes. By Edwahd RoMiiir.

1 part only (179 pag,.,), octavo, IS72.

o-'ch^ZZZ'lL'T'^^^ "i^"'" """""J I-""l-. the Court

noted kTsTr' ^JtfS"'"^,,"'
K«he,,uer, wle.tM fm„, mOca^

rh^Tri^ I
?"'' """"I'y- The notes are very full di.cu««inB

^Z o( Erj:::^
bringing the ca«^dow„ u. thedabl. of pubSn*Some of the ca«. are rejwrted at length, other, very ahirtly

«rirf?o,T^^ """"" ""^' '••" "" »' ™'"° " covering apenod for which Chancery reports are scarce.

Htparlert

:

—
In^/M'-"'KC°fSJi'-

.B"™ "»'
;

*«! 181«. Barri-ter Gray's

f3, /«»' .'.i^'*'
"«»'"»' '«>»; Solicitor-General 18<W •

In^e^ "^
t'th ""^l'"^

'™^"" •>' "•» Chancery bar. ^ As
^H,™fr • ""Whole mystery of law and equity he was

<i.^°';*»''
?*,•"""»• B»™ ISSS

;
died 1888. Grandson of SirSamuel ^milly

; barrister Gray's I„„ 18(M ; bencher 18M were

Uerk of records and writs
; Master of the Supreme Court.

Jiid^ nported :—

^;5 '?»"'»?' (Edward Thurlow) ; see Appendix, p. 08.

p.M
^"^^"'Vi' (Alexander Wedderbum) ; i«, Appendix.

Judgments of the following Common Uw Judges, whose bio-graphic wJl be included in Part II of this work, are also rewXd -l
Sir John Skynner, Chief Baron of the Exchequer.

^
Sir James %,e, Chief Baron of the Exchequer.

Thuri^""" "• '"'"'* °' "* ^^'' ^"'^^ "ho sat for Lonl

wh^M^^^Ser'^S""'"""'*'""''™""^'*'^ «»"-'

WILSON, CHAHCBRY (Wilt>-Pertod, 1818. 1819.
Keporta of cases in Chancery determined in the years 1818
and 1819. By John Wilson.
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3 TolamM, oetsTc isSl. Volnmt 1 eontuni tbn* puti

and volume 1 one j»rt only. The lorn p»rt« »r» niuilljr

bound together. At originally ioned, the Tolomef had no

dale or title page, the reporter*! name appearing only on

the cover. At a KubMqnent date title paged to both

volumeH were printed, and wme ol the original copies ol

the work are Imiind with thene pages, bearing the dote

1872. The first part Menu to have been issued in 1818

and the bound volume in 1821. There is a separate table

o{ cases for each part, and as the tables are sometimes

bound up with the parts to which they belong it may be

noted that part 2 begins at p. 155, and part 8 at p. 818.

Reprinted in 87 English Reports. See also 18 Revised

Reports.

These reports are contemporttrr with Swanston and Jacob ft

Walker in the regular series. All but nine of the cases in Wilson

are contained in the regular reports.

" It b tlw alnuat liiTsrisble pcaotioe both In teit-booki and in l»w reports

whrn citing such osiee to refer to Swanaton'i report* and not to Wilsoos

reporta. In compliance with tllia praclice it h tliouglit convenient to pmerre

tlie reporta from Swanaton only, except in a few caacH when the corresponding

report from Wilson ia for flome apecial reaaon to be preferred " (18 Bcriaed

Beporta, pnfaee).

It is noted in a slip attached to the first part of jVihon that his

reports commence with the sittings before HikryTerm 1818, " being

the period from which it is understood that those which have

hitherto been published by Mr. Merivale are intended to be dis-

continued." Merivale ends with December, 1817, on tho retuement

of Sir WiUiam Grant, M.B., but is immediately succeeded by

Swanston.
The general character of these reporta is good. They are not

often cited, but are useful as supplementary to the regular reporta.

Riporttr

:

—
John Wilson. Bom 178S; died 1851. Barrister Kiddle

Temple 1811 ; County Court Judge 1847; author of reports on

the equity side of the Exchequer.

Jvdga reported

:

—
Loid Eldon (John Scott) ; see Appendix, p.

Sir Thomas Plumer ; see Appendix, p. 03.

96.

OOOPIB tamp. BROUOHAM (Coop. t. Broii«.)-Penod, 1888,

1884.

Select cases decided by Lord Brougham in the Court of



C'HAHccity'RKPoitTa 83

Clune.r3r. Edited from hi, Wd.hip'. origiiwl „«„«-
lonpt.. By CHAiam Pv%nn Coor««.

1 volumr, ootavu, 188S.
The volume, con.i.ting of 831 page,, i, enlitW volume 1,
but DO more were iwued. It conl.uu no Subjict-index

Kepnnted in 47 Engli.h IU.port«. See »Uo 88 K.viw.l
Heports.

Th« ia . ooUeetion o( Lord BroughainV. Judgmenta Where the

Zt moit 3Z "", ""' ^T"-. '" '''' P«'»« the editor admit^

in » Tl the <:»<»« have already been ^ted by Mylne 4Keen

Tiese caaes are rarely cited.

Heporltr

:

—

For the author's other reporta. aee " C P rnnn.. " ._j " r-
temp. Clottenham," .-.^/Vb.

"^ ' "" I'- 1". Cooper and Cooper

JuJgt rtforUd :—
Ix,rd Brougham (Hy. Peter Brougham) ; we Appendix, p. 80.

DOHHILLT.—Period, 1886, 1887.
Minutes of cases «gued and determined in the High Court

of Chancery. By Roes Donnbily.
1 volume, octavo, 1887, 1888.
Bepriated in 47 English Reports.

including case, from Bjir^ '^„ ™<''„™'«"«« »' « ii«t series,

P«rtofSs3dSrie.k^d7ri,n» r*"
^^'- '^'' «»«• «» «"'

1837. TheTirfJfT ^"'"^'"g
jf

fe" cases in Michaehjas Tt-m,
object wl &1Z,^ by aToIr™ 't^ """ *•» "'"''"•''

deciaions «hich Kd n "t Tte^L ^^'.u"" '*''?' "P"" <>'

Domielly is coihZS S T *T m*? ""f ^^?^ '»P°'*»-
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Reporter

:

—
,

Boss Donnelly. Bom I80S -, died 1886 ( !) Barrister Lincoln b

Inn 1831 ; conveyancer. The author settled in Sydney, New South

Wales, in 1861, but his name appears in the English law list until

1806.

Judges reported

;

—
Lord Cottenham (Charles Christopher Pepys) ; see App. p. 92.

Lord Langdale (Henry Bickersteth) ; see Appendix, p. 80.

Sir Lancelot Shadwell ; see Appendix, p. 98.

A few decisions on the equity side of the Exchequer by Lord

Abinger, Chief Baron, and Baron Alderson will be found on pages

2—11. Biographies of these two Judges will be included in Part II

of this work.

C. P. COOPER or COOPER PRACTICE CASES (Coop. P. C.)

—Period, 1837, 1838.

Keports of some cases adjudged in the Courts of the Lord

Chancellor, Master of the KoUs, and Vice-Chancellor, with

notes and an appendix. By Chables Purioh Coopeb.

1 volume, octavo, 1838—1841.

Entitled volume 1, but no more were issued. Some copies

are labelled on the covers " Practice Cases," but this

description is not in the book. The reporter's own mode

of citation was " C. P. Cooper " (see 1 Cooper temp. Cot-

tenham, ix, and table at p. xxxi).

Reprinted in 47 English Eeports. See also 46 Bevised

Ecports.

These cases, the great majority of which are on points of practice,

are collateral with Mylne i Craig of the tegular series. The con-

tents of the volume ale ill-arranged, and there is no alphabetical

subject-index. There are two distinct lists of cases (pp. vii-xx.).

The contents from p. 605 to p. 676, consisting of miscellaneous

cases and notes, are tabulated at pp. xxi-xxv.

" Mr. Charles Purton Cooper's learned and somewhat erratic reports, whi>ih

are sometimes useful to supplement and correct earlier as well as eontemporary

publications " (46 Revised Reports, Preface).

Reporter

:

—
Cbables Pcbtoh Coopeb ; see Cooper temp. Brougham, supra.

Judges reported

:

—
Lord Cottenham (Charles Christopher Pepys); see Appendix,

p. 92.

IiOr<l Ijangdale (Henry Bickersteth) ; sec Appendix, p. 80.

Sir Lancelot Shadwdl ; sec Appendix, p. 06.
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COOPER temp. GOTTEMHAH (Coop, t Coti)'-Pert(Hl, 1846

—1848.

Beports of cases in Chancery decided by Lord Cottenham,

with which are interspersed some miscellaneous cases and

dicta and various notes. By Chables Fubton Cooper.

2 volumes, octavo. 1846—1848.

Reprinted in 47 English Reports. See also 76 Revised

Reports.

This cullectiun, thuugli it contains much information valuable
to a lawyer, is even more of a Jumble than C. P. Cooper (see above).
Volume 1 consists of three parts and an appendix ; each part con-
tains decisions followed by several pages of memoranda, and the
appendix contains notes and further memoranda. By way uf
index there is prefixed an alphabetical table of all the cases con-
tained in this volume and in C. P. Cooper (1837-38). This is

followed by a table, not alphabetical, of miscellaneous matters of
law and practice included in the author's notes throughout the
volume. This is followed by a table of miscellaneous matters in
C. P. Cooper (1837-8). ^t pp. xcvii. to cxvii. are lists of Lords
Chancellors and Masters <.

' the Rolls from the reign of Elizabeth,

and of the Vice-ChanceUors, with notes. The author intended to
supply a complete subject-index (see p. fiOT n.), but this was not
done. At p. 609 is a summary of the contents of the volume. There
are three prefaces, one to each part, bound together at the beginning
of the volimie ; the second and third contain answers to corre-

spondents on various legal and antiquarian points. Li the third
preface the author mentions that at that time (October, 1847)
there were 467 barristers habitually practising in the Court of
Chancery, of whom 31 were Queen's Counsel.

Volume 2 consists of two parts only (560 pp.), and was never com-
pleted. Each of the two parts is preceded by a title-page, a preface
(consisting of answers to correspondents), a list of cases reported
in that part, and a table, not alphabetical, of miscellaneous matters
of law and practice included in the author's notes throughout the
part, and then from pp. 449 to 552 are " Miscdlaneous cases and
dicta ancient and modem."
The principal cases are well reported, and are collateral wiUi

Phillips of the regular series.

" C. P. Cooper's reports are strange books. They are perversely coustruot«d
or rather thrown together; they mix up reporte in the proper sense with
compilations from written and printed documents not certified by any member
of the Bar present at the hearing and decision of the cause ; and they are

overloaded with matter irrelevant to a reporter's purpoxe, though much of

it is interesting. Nevertheless, they oiien give infonnation on points where
more authcniic sooroes fail us " (74 Revised Reports, preface, vi.).

** C. P. Cooper's collection * temp. Cottenham * has preserved for as, not*

withstanding ita title, several cases of much earlier date. Nafuach v. Irving

(1824), 2 Coop. t. Cutt. 358, and LaMey v. Hog (1804), 2 Coup, t Cutt.

449), Contain important judgmuutti uf Lunl iilldun'ii ; tlie latter v,-a» a
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Sootti^ appeal, uid in 1S04 the reporting in the House of Lord* wu still

rather casual ; but the former wm in the Court of Chancery, and it is not

easy to see why it was not reported in the regular course " (76 Revised
Reports, preface, v.) (a).

Reporter

:

—
Chables Pubton Cooper ; see Cooper temp. Brougham, p.

supra.

Judge reported

:

—
Lord Cott«nham (Charles Christopher Pepys) ; see Appendix,

p. 92.

HALL AND TWELLS (H. 4 Tw.)—Period, 1848—1850.

Reports of cases argued and determined in the High Court

of Chancery during the time of Lord Chancellor Cottenham

and the Lords Ckimmissioners. By Fbedebick Jahes Hall
and Philip Twelts.

2 volumes, octavo, 1850—1851.

Reprinted in 47 English Reports. See also 84 Revised

Reports.

These reports, extending from Michaelmas, 1848, to Trinity, 1850,
are collateral with Philtipe and Macnaghten ft Gordon of the regular

series, and the cases are well reported. Hie editor of the Revised
Reports (volume 82, prejtitx) ctdls attention to the carelessness of
the r^^ar reporters of Chancery appeals about this period in

omitting cases which should have been reported by them, but are
only found in serial or competing reports.

Reporters

:

—
Frederick James Hall. Barrister Inner Temple 1827 ; ei^mty

draftsman and conveyancer. Died 1854.

Philip Tweli^. Bom 1808 ; died 1880. Barrister Lincoln's

Inn 1834 ; equity draftsman and conveyancer ; banker ; M.P. for

the City of London 1874-1880.

Judges reported

:

—
lord Cottenham (Charles Christopher Pepys) ; see Appendix,

p. 92.

Lord Langdale (Henry fiickersteth) ; see Appendix, p. 80.

Sir Robeit Monsey Rolfe (afterwards Lord Cranworth); see
Appendix, p. 03.

For other Chancery oollat«ral reports, see " Reports in all the
Courts," Part II of this work.

(a) Ah pointed out under " RusBell," p. 43, tupra, no decisionB of the Lord
Chancellor in the year 1824 were reported in the regular series.



III.-ROLLS COURT.

TAMLYM <T»inL>-PerMwI, 1829, 1830.

Reports of cases decided in the High Court of Chancery by

the Right Hon. Sir John Leach, Master of the Rolk. By

John Tahi,yn.

1 volume, octavo, 1831.

Entitled volume 1, though no more were issued.

Hepriuted in 48 English Reports. And see 31 Revised

Reports.

These reports are sometimes described as collateral witli the

regular reports and to some extent that is the case—from Michaelmas,

1829 to Trinity, 1830, Tamlyn is collateral with Russell & Mylne—
but Tamlyn partly fills a gap in the n^lar series. Daniell {History of
the Law Reports, p. 37) says :

" In 1829 an attempt was made by
Mr. Tamlyn to report decisions at the Rolls in opposition to the

regular reports of Russell ft Mylne." The fact is that Russell, the

predecessor of Russell & Mylne, broke off with the 1st and 2nd parts

of his 5th « olume, which contain only two decisions at the Rolls in

1829, and those in Hilary Term. Russell ft Mylne report no Rolls

cases before Michaelmas Term 1829. Tamlyn appropriates the first

176 pages of his volume to cases in Trinity Term 1829, and to that

extent provides a useful supplement to the regular reports. The
first part of Tamlyn was issued in September, 1829, and the volume
in 1831 ; the first volume of Russell ft Mylne in 1832. Tamlyn
practicaUy ends with TrinityTerm 1830, though he adds one or two
cases in Hilary 1831.

From the ' Advertisement ' prefixed to the volume it appears

that the Master of the Rolls commenced to sit in the daytime
instead of the evening on June 22, 1829. Previously he never
sat while the Chancellor was sitting, for the reason that he was
supposed to sit as the Chancellor's deputy.

Ilie general character of these reports is good.

Reporter

:

—
John Tahlyn. Barrister Gray'e Inn 1826 ; conveyancer and

equity draftsman ; author of several treatises on real property law
and of one on the law of evidence with reference to the practice of

the Court of Chancery ; also of a Digest of the laws of Friendly

Societies and Savings Banks (1827-1845). Died 1869.

Judge reported

:

—
Sir John Leach ; see Appendix, p. 90.
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KEEN—Periad, 1836—1838.

Bepoits o( cases in Cbaucery argued and determined in the

Bolls Court during the time of Lord Langdale, Master of

the Bolls. By Benjamin Keen.
2 volumes, octavo, 1837—1889.

Beprinted in 48 English Beports. See also 44 Revised

Beports.

These are the first of the separate series of regular reports at the
Rolls, afterwards carried down by Beavan to the year 1868. Keen
begins with the appointment of Lord Langdale as Master of the
Bolls in January, 1836. Before that date the Bolls reports were
included in the regular Chanceiy series, and Keen had reported
for the latter, in conjunction with Mylne, from 1832 to 1835 (see
Mylne & Keen, p. 44, above). Mylne and Keen were succeeded
by Mylne & Craig, who included the latest decisions of Sir C. C.
Pepys at the Bolls in their first volume only. Concurrency with
volume 2 of Mylne & Craig (who thcnccforuard confined themselves
to the Loid Chancellor's Court) Keen began his separate reports
in the BoUs Court.
Li consequence of Keen's illness his second Volume was completed

by Beavan from j). 653 (" Advertisement " to volume 2).

The accuracy of an individual report in 1 Keen is questioned in
Flowtr V. Harlopp (1845), 8 Beav. 199, but the general character
of Keen's reports is good.

Heporier

:

—
Benjamin Keen ; see Mylne t Keen, p. 44, supra.

Judge reported

:

—
Lord Langdale (Henry Bickersteth) ; see Appendix, p. 80.

BEftVAN (Btn.)—Period, 1838—1866.

Beports of cases in Cliancery argued and determined in the

Bolls Court during the time of Lord Langdale, M.B., and
Sir John Bomilly (afterwards Lord Bomilly), M.E. By
Charles Bbavan.

36 volumes, octavo, 1840—186?.

Beprinted in 48—55 English Beports. See also 49 et seq.

Bevised Beports.

The first thirteen volumes of Beavan contain the decisions of
Lord Langdale, M.R., volumes 14-36 those of Sir John Bomilly,
M.R., who succeeded Lord Langdale in April, 1861. The 38
volumes extend from Michaelmas Term, 1838, to Trinity, 1866, and
contain about 1 ,750 cases. Beavan follows Keen as regular reporter
at the Rolh. Oi.'^'ing aim reported the cases in 2 Keen from p. 663),
and is succeeded by and to some extent overlaps the Law Beports
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Equity Cases, the first two volumes of which contain many of the

cases in M Beavan. Volumes 31-36 are described in the title-page

as " the authorized reports," and there is a special note as to their

official authority opposite the table of cases in volumes 32-34.

Volume 21 hasa table of thecases reported in volumes 1-21 andvolume

31 a table of those contained in volumes 22-31. Volume 36, which

includes only five reported cases, has a table of the cases reported

in the thirty-six volumes and a subject-index of their contents.

"
I was rather surprised at the language attributed to Loid Laiigdalo in

Taylor v. Beming (4 Beavan, 235), which I thiiik cannot be taken as the law

of this court" (ptr Htuart, V.t'., Turmr v. Burtiiuhaiii (1883), 4 Giffard.

p. 402).
" With regaid to that case (Jfa<Mi»n v. Put, 32 Beavan, 668), I must say

that I think it is a pity that oases which are to be reported at all should be

reported as that was. The particular form of the will is not given, and there

are no arguments or evep the name of the counsel engaged, and not a single

authority is stated to have been cited. There is nothing to show whether

the estete was charged with debts or legacies. Somebody must have told

Mr. Beavan that such a case had occurred when he himself was not m court

(per UaUilB, V.C., Scoll v. CumberUtml (1874), taw Reports, 18 Equity, p. 684).

" There seems to bo some mistake m the case of WiUon v. lady DuMany

(18 Beavan, 293) ; it is unfortunate that the ease was ever reported " {per

Pearson, J., re Klotbt (1884), 28 Oiancery Division, pp. 176, 176, 180).

" It is impossible not to wish that many of the cases in Beavan had not

been reported ; it is equally impossible to omit in the present edition cases

which, though of Uttle real impo'Unoe, are good law bo far as they go, and

bemg once reported, stand as authority " (5S Revised Reports, pnfdce, vi.

;

and see 92 Revised Reports, preface, v.).

" ' You can fuid authority for anything in ]3eavan ' was a current sayuig

among equity lawyeis in our younger days " (o) (59 Revised Reports,

pre/act, vi.). .

'* As lately as sixty years ago the total want of co-operation between the

authorised reporters to the different Courts » as capable of leaduig to strange

omissions. At the end of Marqoiso/Htrlford v. Lord laMtr (1843, 7 Beavan,

Vn), is a note that the decision of the Master of the Rolls was affirmed by the

Lord Chancellor ; but no report of the hearing on appeal has been found.

It is possible that Lord Lyndhurst's judgment added nothuig material to

Loni Langdale's. At this day reporters feel bound to enable the profession

to form their own opuiion in such mattcn " (64 Revised Reports, prt/aa, v.).

The first case in Beavan, TuUeU v. Armstrong, is an example of

the copious report. Cbmpare the report of the same case in 8 L. J.

Ch. (H. s.) 19. In the preface to 113 Revised Reports Sir Frederick

Pollock writes ;—
" The dose examination of the ' authorised ' reports, which is a neeessaiy

part of our duty, contuiues to convince us that they were produced with

much less careful supervision than their sueceswrs. Beavan's Reports,^ in

particular, appear to have been worse and worse printed as they went on."

In the preface to 132 Revised Reports, the same writer speaks of " the mass

of trivial and doubtful matter laboriously, but not always accurately, collected

(o) In earUer days a similar observation was made upon the Year Books

:

" L. C. J. Gibhs used to nay that ho could get authorities m the Year Books

for any sideui anything " (per Lord Lyndhumt, C, Gray v. STAe ^een (1844)

II (^ark and Fmnelly, p. 441).
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owl^ 2^^ ^"l!"?' """P""*"' •» 'k» <i«y. Some, thowh not

only u they hare been guuded by later judicUl oomiient."

Rtporltr

:

—
Chablm Bkavan. Bom 1805; died 1884

Wran^er, 1829; barrister Middle Temple 1830-
Jixanuner in the Court of Chancery 1886-1884 '

Twenty-second
bencher 1873

;

se^T^IHirif" ^"°"»" »« l>«v-in« pKxluced the longestseries of authonied reports ever puhUshS (36 Beavan vrtttx)JH "T "«^' "7 •* 't'looged by Moore's Pri^Su^HdIndian Appeals. As authorized reporter, he wai exclidvelv

i^dS^ W^ ^ iudues .ith the loan'^f their writUn jud^ent
re^S^™ ofthTr "'i'^.P"'^'™ «» •• the last of the autCed
reporters of the Court of Chancery" lib.). At pp (1) to (81 of

Mr. Beavan and the promoters of the Law Reports, in which he

jrhn''1l,mmv'*'7R'''
™P'°y»»t. -d, with tKn^ti^n oTsir

Darter h^Thi^R^r P-'T' *^ '*»»'" "» ""ly authorized re-

Wr^ifi^!. K^ .?"J5^-
'" * '»"«' °' '^d November, 1866, to

&r John RomUly writes that he considers himself bound to furnS
to m^??i,

«"'"«™'y. .*«> copies of his written judgments and

H^„^^
thenotes of his oral fudgments, as Lo«l uTngdale had

?S t^ri!!?- .%" "? 'PPoi"*™-' oi Mr. BeavaDiTjun"

i^e to an eS """"^ " """ *^"* °' C>^'^. W« reporti

Judges reported

:

—
I«rd Langdale (Hemy Biokersteth) ; see Appendix, p. 80.Lord RomiUy (John RomiUy) ; see Appendiirp. 94.

co^-TfT^ouJ'LT' ^'"'' "" "^^'^ " '" "«



IV.—VICE-CHANCELLOR OF ENGLAND.

mODOCK (Madd.)—Period, 1815—18-22.

Beports of cases argued and determined in the Court of

the Vice-chancellor of England. By Henrt Maddock.
(volume 6 by Henry Maddock and Thomas Charles Geldart),

6 volumes, octavo, 1817—1829.

Of volume 6, pages 1—286 were edited by Geldart, from
Maddock's notes, the rest was Geldart's own work (' adver-

tisement ' to volume 6). This volume was formerly cited

separately as ' Maddock and Geldart,' but now generally

as ' 6 Maddock."

Reprinted in 66 EngUsh Reports. See also 15—28 Revised
Reports.

These reports contain decisions of the Vice-Chancellois, Sir
Thomas Fluraer and Sir John Leach (Plumer, volumes 1 and 2

;

Leach, volumes 3-6). Maddock is the first reporter who devoted
hunselt exclusively to the Vice-Chancellor's Court, and from him an
unbroken series extends to the commencement of the Law Reports
in 1865,

In the preface to volume 1 the author acknowledges the encourage-
ment he has received from Sir Thomas Plumer.
For criticism of an individual report in Maddock, see Challeria v

Tounff, 1 Simons ft Stuart, 315, n.

The general character of Maddock's reports is exedknt.

Reporter

:

—
Hkney Maddock. Barrister Lincoln's Inn 1801 ; equity drafts-

man
; author of a Treaiiie on Ike Prineiplea and praeliee of the

Court of Chancery (3rd ed., 1837), " a work of solid and accurate
learning " (Dictionary of National Biography, " Maddock "). Loid
Campbell describes Maddock as " a most learned and honourable
man " {Clumcellors, 3rd edition, iv., 62, n.). He died in the West
Indies in 1824.

Tbohas Charles Geldart. Bom 1797 ; died 1877. Barrister
Lincoln's Inn 1823; equity draftsman; Chancery Court at
Lancaster

; Master of Trinity Hall, Cambridge, from 1862 ; Vice-
Chancellor of the University in 1863.

Judges reported :—
Sir Thomas Plumer ; see Appendix, p. 93.
Sir John Leach ; see Appenc^x, p. 90.
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8IK0HB AND STUART (81m. * %i.}~PeTwd. 18212—1820.

Beports of cases decided in the High Court of Clmncery. By
Nicholas Simons and John Stuart.

2 volumes, ootavo, 1824—1827.

Reprinted in 57 English Beportri. See also 24, 25 Revised

Reports.

These reports succeed Moddock in the regular series of * Vice-
Chancellor reports and comprise the deoisionB of Sir John Leach
only. It has been said that they are as valuable for their brevity
as for their law. For critioi^m of individual reports, see 2 Simons,
488, n.; White v. Sharp, 12 Meeson & Welsby, 714. The state-

ment of the practice rm to cofitN nf motions by the Vice-Ohancellor

in 1823 (1 Simnnn ft Htuart, 367) still holds good ; see Seton,
Jwlgmenti, 7th ed. 244-5.

The general character of these reports is good.

Reporters

:

—
Nicholas Simons. Bom 1788 ; died 1870. Barrister Lincoln's

Inn 1814 ; equity draftsman and conveyancer ; Registrar of the
Bankruptcy Court, Manchester, 1852-1863.

Sib tfoHN Stuart, Vice-Chancellor 1852-1871 ; see Appendix,

p. 90.

Jxtdgt reported

:

—
Sir John Leach ; see Appendix, p. 90.

By

SnORS (8iin.)-Peno<l, 182(>-lgS0.

Reports of cases decided in the High Court of Chancery.

Nicholas Sihonb.

17 volumes, octavo, 1829—1854.

Reprinted in 57—60 English Reports. See also 27 et teq.

Revised Reports.

8IH0HB, NEW SERIES (Sim. (H. a))—Pm'cii, 1850—1862.

Reports of Cases decided in the High Court of Chancery. By
NlOBOLAB SiHONS.

2 volumes, octavo, 1851, 1852.

Reprinted m 61 English Reports. See also 89 Revised

Reports.

Of the earUer series, cited as " Simons," volume 1 contains

(pp. 1-293) the decisions of Sir John ^ each as Vice-Chancellor of

England, the remaining decisions being those of Sir Anthony Hart.
In volume 2 is found one decision of Sir John Leach (pp. 1-7) and
some of Sir Anthony Hart (pp. 7-41). The rest of the cases in the
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wrmteen Tolumea were decided by Sir Lancelot Shadwell, the laat

Vi(»<3ianoeUor of England, except two by Vice-Qiancellor Lord
Cnmworth and two by Vice-Chancellor Kindenley in volume 17.

The laat volume conaiatH of 240 pasM only, of which the fimt 166
are reporta by Simont, the remainder being edited from his note*
by Drewry (note, oppoiite table of caaea). Volume 17 waa published
four yean after volume 16 and after Simona, New Seriea.

" The «aae of FieU v. ruiiM (IS Simoiu. 37S). as reported by Mr. Simoiu,
ecHuidering th« general vahie and aooaraoy of hii* report*. Is not to be dU-
regaided u an aathority on alight groundii. But ..." (per Stuart, V.C,
Baker v. Bradky (ISM). 2 Smale ft Oiffard, p. Ml).

It will be remembered that the Vice-Qiancellor had in earlier

days aiwist^ Simona in producing the reporta which bear their
names (ttee Simona ft Stuart, above). In the present case, not-
withstanding his testimony to the general good character of
SimoHN* reports, the Vice-(^ancellor was constrained to criticize.

In VniUd Mining, etc. Corporalion v. Becker ([1010] 2 K. B., at
p. 306). Hamilton, J., commenting upon Peart v. BiuheU (2 Sim. 38),
said :

" No authority whatever was cited before the Vice-ChanceUor,
and the report of the case is said by Mr. Simons to be ex rdatione
aome person whoso name he does not give." For other criticisms

of individual reports of Simons, see Bain v. Sadler (1871), 19 Weekly
Reporter, 1077 ; Be lUidge (1884), 27 Chancery Division, p. 484

;

see also 80 Revised Reports, preface, p. v.

Meredith v. Heneage (1824), an appeal to the House of Lords
from the equity side of the Exchequer, on a question of precatory
trust, ia reported, 1 Simons, 642, and was not at the time reported
elsewhere, though Sugden (" Law of Property," p. 389) refers to it

OS " one of the most embarrassing cases that ever called for a
Judicial decision." It was afterwai^ reported in 10 Price, 306.
Volume 1 of Simons, New Series, contains the earliest decisions

of Lord Cranworth oa Vice-Chancellor, and these are continued as
far as page 91 of volume 2, the remaining cases in the latter volume
being deoisiona of Vice-Chancellor Kindersley. Volume 1 consists

of 648 T^e^M, volume 2 of 306 only. AccorcUng to a note prefixed
to volume 2, the cases from page 192 to the end were reported by
Drewry, who succeeded Simons as reporter in Vice-ChanceUor
Kindersley's court.

The general character of Simons' reports is good ; that of Drewry's
not so good.

Beporters

:

—
Nicholas SraoNS ; see Simons ft Stuart, supra.

Chablbs Stewart Drkwbt ; see Drewry, infra.

Jvdgea reported

:

—
Sir John Leach ; see Appendix, p. 90.

Sir Anthony Hart ; see Appendix, p. 87.

Sir Lancelot Shadwell ; see Appendix, p. 96.

Lord Cranworth (Robert Monsey Rolfe) ; see Appendix, p.

'

Sir Richard Torin Kindersley ; see Appendix, p. 88.
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DUWn (Dnw.)—P«rM, 1W3-1859.
Beporta of turn decided in the High Court of Cb*ne«7.

By Cuuii SnwABT Driwbt.

4 Tolamea, nottro, 1858—1860.

Reprinted in 61, 62 English Reports. See also 94, 100, 106,

118 Revised Reports.

Diewry bad previously ueisted as reporter in Vioe-ChanceUor

Kindenley's Court (see ' bimons,' above), and now succeeded to

the post of regular reporter there. Kindersley's decinons were

worth recording, but his reporter's work was not very well done,

and the contemporary reporta in the Jurist have been preferred.

Drewry is said to have omitted some important caaea.

Beforttt

:

—
Charlu SnnrABT Dniwnv. Bom 1806 ; died 1881. Barrister

Inner Temple 1836 ; conveyancer and equity draftsman ; author

o{ a treatise on Patent Law, 1838. of another on Injunctions, 1841

(Supplement thereto, 1840), Concise treatise on equity pleading,

18S8, Forma of claims and defences in the Chancery Division, 1876,

Law of Trade Harks, 1878.

Jvdgt Reported

:

—
Sir Richaid Torin Kindersley ;

see Appendix, p. f

DRXVBT MD BMiLK (Draw. * Bm.)—Period, 1869—1865.

Reports of oases decided in the High Court of Chancery.

By Chablis Stewart Dbewry and John Jaokbon Shall

2 volumes, octavo, 1862—1867.

Reprinted in 62 GngUsh Reports. See also 127 Revised Reports.

From a note prefixed to 4 Drewry it appean that the caaea in

that volume from page 426 were reported by Drewry ft Smote, who
then became the refpilar reporters in Vice-Chancellor Kindersley's

court. Their reputation aa reporters is much the same aa Drewry's
—^not very good.

Volume 1 consists mainly of cases from Hilary Term, 1860, to

Trinity, 1861. Michaelmas 'Term, 1861, seems to have been somewhat

neglected. CThionologicol arrangement is not ol)eerved in volume 2.

The year 1864 is represented by cases in Michaelmas Term only,

and the latest cases reported are in Trinity, 1865. In a note pre-

fixed to volume 2 it is stated that the reports were conducted by

C. S. Drewry and P. M. Leonard from Michaelmas Term, 1862, to

the sittings after Trinity Term, 1864, inclusive.

The Tegular reports of this series are thus brought down to the

year 1866, when the Law Reports commence.
The sequence of judges from' Kindersley, V.-C, is aa follows

:

Malins, V.-C. ; Fry, J. ; Pearson, J. ; North, J. ; Coiens-Hardy,

J. ',
Cozens-Hardy ft Farwell, JJ. (Unked judges) ; Farwell ft

Swinfen Eady, JJ. ; Swinfen Eaidy ft Neville, JJ.
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Rtparttn :—
CH«Ui SmriJiT DsiwiiY

; m • Drewiy,' ,upra

In^Ti**^"^"*"' B?™"«*i di«il?|)|. &rri,t,r Lincoln'.

/lu^ nparttd

;

—
Sir Richard Torin Kindmie; ; kc Appendix, p. 8S.



V.-VICE-OHANC'ELLORS KNIGHT-BRUCE,
PARKER AND STUART.

VODROl AMD OOLLTIR, CHAROiaT CASH (T. 4 C.>-

Ptriod, 1841-1848.

Reports ol caiei deciiled in the High Court of Chancery, by

the Right Hon. Sir J. L. Knight-Brace, Vice-Chnncellor.

By Edwakd Yovnoe and John Colltkr.

2 volumod, octavo, 1848, 1844.

Reprinted in 62, 68, English Report». See also 67, 60 Revised

Reports.

Thew volumM contain rather lew than two hundred decisions o(

Sir J. L. Knight-Bruce pronounced during the earlier period of hii

Vice-Chancellorship. They form the commencement of the separate

aeriea of reports in the Vice-Chancellor's Courts which were hrought

into existence In the appointment of two additional Vice-Chancellors

(making three in all) under the Act S Vict. c. S. This particular

series was continued under the succeeding Vice-Chancellors (Parker

and Stuart), and ended in the time of the last-named Judge with

the reports of GiSard, and subeequently heoame merged in The
Law Reports.

Younge and Collyer's Reports bear a good reputation for

accuracy.

Stpottat

:

—
Edward YouHai. Bom 1794 ; died 1808. Barrister Middle

Temple 1823 ; equity draftsman and conveyancer ; Oxfoid Circuit

;

Clerk of Inrolments in Chanceiy ; Author of Tithe Cases 1204—

1826 (Eagle ft Younge) ; Exchequer and Exchequer Chamber

Reports 1824, 1826 (McCleland & Younge) ; the like 1826—1830

(Younge ft Jervis) ; Exchequer (Equity) Reports 1830—1832 ; the

like 1833—1841 (Younge ft CoUyer).

Jobs Collykb. Bom 1801 ; died 1870. Barrister Lincoln's

Inn 1827 ; Commissary of Norwich 1842 ; Judge of County (Jourts

1847 1870. Author of a treatise on the liw of Partnership,

which ran through several editions.

Judge reported

:

—
Sir James Leuis Knight-Bruce ; see Appendix, p. (
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couni, csuenT eiut (Oou. a. X)-PmMi. i8*»-i84«.
Reports of ea«ea decided in the High Court of Chancerj, by

the Bight Hon. Sir J. L. Knight-Bruce, Vice-Chuncellor.
By John Collt».

3 Tolnmea, octavo, 1845, 1847.

Reprinted in 68 English Beportn. See also 66, 70 Revined
Reports.

Then Tolumea, in lucceeaion to ' Younge and CoUyer,' ennUin
decuioni of Vioe-Chanoellor Knight-Bruce from Hil. Tem> Hit to
Mich. Term 1846, aomewhat over two hundred in numbet
The learned editor of the Reviaed Reports poinU oi.i (<;i '

. r
pref.) that the early Victorian reporta are not always v, i». .., ,t«l
without criticism and colhition, as Uluatrated by ih, ci^' .r

Tkwailu V. Foreman and Smith v. Orwn in I Col'..- ,l ,.,, i vi
and SSS reapectively. From the farmer decisii.ii 1,.^ u'lp an
appeal to the Lord Chancellor heard in 1847 anil '";«>il.ii cnlv iii

the Juriat (10 Jur. 484>-tliis, of course, ia not nllpct- n i .".
Collyer

;
the report of Smith v. Orttn is aupplem - ,ri<" ijv . i„ii in

2 CoUyer, at p. 626.
These reports, Uke their immediate precuraota, becj .i o.. I

reputation. "

Rtvorter

:

—
John Collyer, ut ' Younge and CoUyer," npn.

Judge reported

:

—
Sir James Lewis Knight-Bruce

; see Appendix, p. 80.

DI OIX AHD SHALE (Da 0. * 8.)—Period, 1846-1852.
Reports of cases decided in the High Court of Chancery, by

the Right Hon. Sir J. L. Knight-Brace, Vice-Chancellor,
and by Vice-Chancellor Sir James Parker. By John P.
De Gex and John Shale.

6 volumes, octavo, 1849—1853.

Reprinted in 68, 64 English Reports. See also 75, 79 84,
87, 90 Revised Report.i.

These reports ore in continuation of those by Collyer who is
indeed, rMponsible for the (iret 124 pages of 1 fie Oei and Smale
(see prefatory note to vdume 1 ). The flrat four volumes contain the
decision, of Sir J. L. Knight-Bnice until his appointment to the
office of Lord Justice, in October 1861; the Hfth volume, the
decisions of Vice-Chancellor Parker.

It appeara from Memoranda prefliced to volume 4 that Vice-
Chancellor Kmght-Bmce for the last two or three months before the
long vacation of 1850, attended to the business of his two brother
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Vioe-Chanoellora, who vere ill, as well as to bi& own, and that he
was complimented on the fact by the Attorney-General on behalf

of the Bar at the rising of the Court on the last day of the sittings.

Vice-Chancellor Parker lived only for one year after his appointment,
and^died at the age of forty-nine in August, 1852. A note at the
commencement of volume 5 states that his Judgments from pp. 1-283
were revised by himself, and those which were in writing had been,

throughout the volume, printed from his manuscripts.

These reports have a good reputation, but perhaps rank not as

high as the best, owing to inequality in the reporters. De Qex was
an excellent reporter. Smale not quite so good.

Reporters

:

—
Sir John Peter De Gex ; see De Oex, Macnt^hten and Gordon,

p. 48. supra.

Sir John Smale. Bom 1805; died 1882. Barrister Inner

Temple 1842 ; conveyancer and equity draftsman ; Attorney-
General of Hong Kong 1860; Chief Justice of Hong Kong
1866.

Judges reported

:

—
Sir James Lewis Knight-Bruce ; see Appendix, p. 89.

Sir James Parker, Vice-Chancellor ; see Appendix, p. 91.

SHALE AND GIFFARD (Sm. & Q.}—Period, 1852—1857.

Reports of cases adjudged in the High Court of Chancery,

by the Vice-Chancellor Sir John Stuart. By John Smalb

and J. W. Db Longubvillb Giffabd.

3 volumes, octavo, 1855—1858.

Reprinted in 65 English Reports. See also 96, 97, 107

Revised Reports.

These volumes are in continuation of De Gex and Smale, and
comprise exclusively the decisions of Vice-Chancellor Stuart. In
the case of Brook v. Brook (3 Sm. A G. 481), the Vice-Cliancellor

called upon Mr. Justice Cresswell to assist him with a judicial

Dpinion as to the validity of a foreign marriage contracted by
British subjects (see 14 & 15 Vict. c. 83, s. 8).

Some practice cases will be found at the beginning of volume 1

and at the end of volumes 1 and 2.

Follnning the table of cases in volume 3 is a list showing which of

the decisions were appealed from and tlie results.

These reports do not bear a first-rate reputation. It is said that
important cases were omitted, for which reference had to be made to
Tlie Jurist ; but it should be noted that additional cases from
1856 to 1S5S aro to be found in volumes I and 2 of Giffard, who
continued the series alone. In the report of Parnell v. Hingston
(1856), 3 Sm. & G.. at p. 338, words are omitted ; these are made
good from The Weekly Reporter, in 107 Revised Reports, at p. 107.
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Reporters

:

—
8iB John Smalb ; see De Gex and Smale.
JOHM Waltkb Dk Lonouivillb Ootabd. Bom 1817 ; died

1888. Barrister Inner Temple 1843 ; Judge of County Courts
1876—1888. Reported alone in V.-C. Stuart's Court from 1857 to
1865 (see infra, Giilard '). Reported Chancery Appeal cases for
the Law Reporto, from 18ti6.

Judge reported

:

—
Sir John Stuart ; see Appendix, p. 96.

OIFFAKi) (Oif.)—fcriod, 1857—1865.
Reports of cases adjudged in the High Court of Chancery,
by the Vice-Chancellor Sir John Stuart. By J. W. De
LONOUEVILLE GlFFABD.

5 volumes, octavo, 1860—1S71.
Reprinted in 65, 66 English Reports. See also 114 e* seq.

Eevist'd Reports.

In these volumes the decisions of Vice-Chancellor Stuart are
reported ui continuation of Smalo and GiSard, and the first two
volumes contain cases belonging in point of time to the earlier set
of reports. In these two volumes the cases are not in strict chrono-
logical order, but in volumea 3 and 4 the arrangement is more
regular. Volume 5 contains only sixty pages of reports, and is, in
fact, but a supplement to volume 4, covering part of the same
period (1863—J86S). The rest of volume 5 is made up of a digest
of the cases in Smale and Giffard and Giffard. Volume 1 alone
contains, at the foot of the table of cases, a list of decisions appealed
from and the results.

In Scott V. Corporation of Liverpool (1858), 1 GiB. 216, Mr. Justice
Erie sat with the Vice-Chancellor (see 14 & 15 Vict. c. 83, s. 8).
These reports are not generally considered to stand in the first rank.
GiSard carries the series which begins with Vice-ChanccUor

Knight-Bruce down to the commencement of the Law Reports,
where the subsequent decisions of Vice-Chancellor Stuart will be
found.

The sequence of Judges from Vice-Chancellor Stuart is as
fellows :—Hall, V.-C. ; Kay, J. ; StJUng, J. ; Farwell, J (o).

Reporter

:

—
JomT Waltkb Db Lonqvevxllb Giffaad ;

supra.
see Smale & Giffard,

Judge reported

:

—
Sir John Stuart ; see Appendix, p. 96.

(a) In November, 1886, Kay, J., suooceded Bacou. V.C., and thus bfcamo
oneofanoUiursuquence of Judges: sec Hemming & MiUcr. p. 73, in/ni. Upon
the sysiom of linked Judges bcmg cstabtished in January, 1901, Mr. Justice
Farwell's cases were divided between tho three divisions then formed and that
Judge with Mr. Justice (Juzeos-Uardy became the linked Judges of a division.



VI.-VICE-CHANCELLORS WIGRAM, TURNER
AND WOOD.

HARE (Ha.)—Period, 1841—1853.

Reports of cases adjudged in the High Court o( Chancery

before the Bight Hon. Sir James Wigrani, Vice-Chancellor ;

the Bight Hon. Sir George James Turner, Vice-Chancellor,

and Sir WilUara Page Wood, Vice-Chancpllor. By Thomas
Hare.

11 volumes, octavo, 1843—1858,

Reprinted in 66—68 EngUsh Reports. See also 58, 62, 64,

67, 71, 77, 82, 85, 89, 90 Revised Reports.

These volumes contain the decisions of Vice-Chancellor Wigram
from his appointment as an additional Vice-Chancellor in 1841 to
his renignation in 1860 (volumes 1 to 8, the last-named containing a
few cases of Knight-Bruce, V.-C, sitting for Wigram, V.-C.) ; of
Vice-Chancellor Turner from 1851 until his appointment as Lord
Justice in 1853 (volume 9 and volume 10 to p. 330, and see p. 429)

;

of Vice-Chancellor Wood, afterwards Lord Hatherley, in 1^3 only
(volume 10 from p. 331 and volume 11).

Appendixes to volumes 9 and 10 contain reports of cases on
Chancery procedure. In a preface to volume 1 1 the reporter gives
an historical account of the important alterations in Chancezy
procedure which had taken place during the period covered by hw
reports, and the £ame volume contains a complete table of cases
reported and an index of principal matters in the 1 1 volumes. Each
volume down to No. 10 contains a separate table of cases reported,
and memoranda of judicial and other appointments are found in
volumes 1 to 9.

Referring to Lord St. Leonards, the learned editor of the Revised
Reports describes Vice-Chancellor Wigram as hardly a lees eminent
Judge on his own special groud , and adds :

" Hare's reports of his

Judgments are among those most esteemed by equity lawyers
"

(68 R. R. prof., v.). The same authority considers that Hare did
not edit the judgments of Vice-Chancellor Wood with the same
artistic skill and freedom as his successor, Mr. Hemming, and refers

to the judgment in BleAiit v. Daniel (10 Hare, 493) as enormously
long, though containing valuable matter in solution (90 R. R.
pref., v.).

Hare's reports of cases adjudged by Wigram " rank as high
authorities " (Diet. Nat. Biog., art. '* Thomas Hare ").
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In the case of Walker v. Jtffreyi (I Hare, 941), the argument! of

counsel are given in the unaccustomed form ol a synopsis.

The general reputation of these reports is ezeeUeiU.

T^otIi^Habk. Bom 1806 ; died 1891. Banister Inner Temple

1833 • bencher 1872. PupU of Jamee Wigram, whose decisions as

Vice-ChanceUor he afterwards reported (Wigram on Discovery

(1836) p 1, note. Wigram coiimends Hare's treatise on the

same Lubieot (i6.) ). Reported in conlunction with Nicholl and

Carrow ' EaUway and Canal Cases,' 1836-42 (see Vols. 1, 2).

Inspector of Charities 1853, and later. Assistant Chanty Commis-

sioner. Distinguished as the author of a work on ParUamentary and

Municipal representation, which passed through four editions.

Judges reported .—
, ,™

Sir James Wigram ; see Appendix, p. 100.

Sir George James Turner ; see Appendix, p. «».

Sir William Page Wood ; see Appendix, p. 101.

KkY.—Perioi, 1853, 1854.

Reports of cases adjudged in the High Ckiurt of Chancery

before Sir William Page Wood, Vicc-Cbaiicellor. By

Edward B. Kay.

1 volume, octavo, 1854.

Beprinted in 69 English Reports. See also 101 Revised

Reports.

These decisions of Vice-ChanceUor Wood succeed Hare's reports,

and are continued in and after 1855 by Kay in collaboration

with Johnson. An appendix to the p^iesent volume contains the

decUious of the Vice-ChanceUor on points of Chancery procedure.

Opposite the table of casee at the commencement of the book is a

list of those appealed, with the results. At the end is an index of

principal matters.

•nie character of these reports is exceUenl.

Ueiiorter

:

—
., ,, ,„.,^ ,. ,

The Rt Hon. Sir Euvvabd Ebenezer K.iv. Born 1822 ;
died

1897. Barrister Lincoln's Inn 1847 ; Q.C. ISWi ;
bencher 1867 ;

Chancery .ludge 1881 ; tord Justice 1890 (ace Dictionary ol

National Biography, Supplement, iii., 58). Kay continued to

report in Vice-(3ianceUor Wood's Court in conjunction with H. K.

Vaughan Johnson from 1854 to 1858 (see Kay and Johnson,

infra).

Judge reported :—
Sir WiUiam Page Wood ; see Appendix, p. 101.
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KAY AND JOHNSON (lUy t J.)-Permt, 1864-1868.
Kcports of casus adjudgt-d iii (hu High Court of Chancery

before Sir WilUam Page Wood, Vice-ChBnceUor. By
Edward E. Kay and Henby B. Vauohan Johnson.

4 volumes, octavo, 1855—1859.

Boprinted in 09, 70 EngUsh Eeports. See ako 108, 110, 112,
116 Revised Beports.

Except for one case in December, 1863 and a few ton 4—221 {„

&Sr' "*^- ^' ""'' •'•""^" commence witriiitTaffiL^

llese reports bear the same excellent character as the last.

Reporters

;

—
Sir Edward Ebenezke Kay ; see ' Kay,' supra
Henry Robert Vauohan Johnson. Bom 1820; died 1809Bamster Lmcdns Inn 1848 ; conveyancing counsel of the Court

mm li^s ; .^r"^ •'" ^'."^-Ch^nccllor Wood's Court alone

l^S/^L« , "t"?''
'" ^nj"""*'"" with U. W. Hemming from

1859 to 1862 (see Johnson,' and ' Johnson and Hemminu '

infra)
Principal secretary to Lord Campbell, 1869—1861.

Judge reported

:

—
Sir William Page Wood ; see Appendix, p. 101.

JOHNSON (John.)—Period, 1858—1860.
Eeports of cases adjudged in the High Court of Chancery

before Sir WiUiam Page Wood, Vice-Chanoellor. By Henry
BoBERT Vauohan Johnson.

1 volume, octavo, 1860.

Eeprinted in 70 English Eeports. See also 123 Eevised
Eeports.

In a note prefixed to this volume it is stated that the cases after
ISth June, 1869 (..e from p. 369, a few cases excepted), have been
reported by Mr. G. W. Hemming, who in conjunction <riih Johnson
vnll continue the series.

matters™'""""
™"'a'ns " t»Ue of cases and index of principal

The high character of the series is preserved by Johnson.
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Seporters

:

—
^^Henrv Kobebt Vauuhan Johnson

; »«! • Kay t Joluuon,"

tiKOBOB WlBUMAN HliMMINO : stc ' Johll«)n & HlMluliug,' infra.

Judge reported

:

—
Sir WUliam Pago Wood ; me Appendix, p. 101.

JOHNSON AND HEMMINO (John. 4 H.)-i>nW, lH5il-lHlii.
U.-ports of cusi's udjudijid ill till, Hiuh Court of Cliaii«o-

before Sir William Page Wood, Vice-Chaiicellor. By Henky
RoBEKT Vauohan Joh.vbon and Georob W. Hemming.

2 volumes, octavo, 1861—1803,
Eeprinted in 70 EngUsli lieports. See also 1 28 et seq. Kevised

Reports.

\J^.'\T
'"'"'»*''' a"^, uniform witli the earlier ones of the scries, andbear the same e,xcellont character, He lings work as a rclwrter

deserving especial pmiso (see e.g. under -Hare," mpra). In

S„7T I'l" i"'".",
"'" Vi«-a'"necllor, besides being dilluse,

often failed to hnish his scatonecs, so that the reporter had to con-
struct as well as to ri^port.

SCO ' Kay & Johnson,'

Reporters :—
Hbnby Robert Vauohan Johnson •

supra.

wSnT"" .^Z^^l"
^™''"'°- ""m 1»2"

;
died 1!)05

; Senior

tVeZ.„.'l<i^-<
^'^*^'. Lincoln's Inn, 18S0 ; bencher, 1870;

1^^^ -,1} ,'"""" "'"''y ™n"*' '" 'I'" Treasury, 1871 ; Q.C.

w!ii. n""' ^'•"^- ""*7. Reported with Miller in Vice-chancellorX I
^"p • 'i'V*^' ™>»<^<l"<'n'l.v -Jitor of Chancery?, esin the Law Reports (see Diet. Sat. Biog.).

Judge reported

;

—
Sir William Page Wood ; see Appendix, p. 101.

HEMMINO AND MILLER (Ham. A n.)~Period, 1862—1866.
Reports of eases adjudged in the High Court of Chancery

before Sir William Page Wood, Vicc-Chancellor. By
Oeobob W. Hemmino and Alexander Edward Miller.

2 volumes, octavo, 1864—1866.

Reprinted in 71 Engli.5h Boports.

Hemming and Miller maintain the high standard of the previousvolumes and bring the cases down to Trinity Term, 1865. In the

.U. VSAUSf" T^P^rVN
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following term the decuknia of Vice-Chancellor Wtxfd appear in

The Law Reporta. Each volume containH a table of caoes and index

of principal matterfj.

The sequence of judges from Vice-Chancellor Wood is as follows :

Oiffard. V.-C. ; James, V.-C. ; Bacon, V.-C. ; Kay, J. . Kekewich.

J. ; Kekewich and Joyce, JJ. (linked Judges) ; Joyce and Eve, JJ.

Reportera :—
Geobox Wiboman Hshuing ; see ' Johnson & Hemnung,' iiupra.

Snt Ai^xANDER Edward SIillbb, K.C.S.I. Bom 182H ; diedi

1903. Barrister Lincoln's Inn, 1854 ; Q.C. 1872. Successively, Legal

Member of the Railway Commission, Master in Lunacy, L«gal

Member of the Indian Council, Examiner to the Coimcil of Legal

Education, Examiner in Equity and Ree' Property in the University

of London. Called to the Irish Bar in IS97.

Judge reported

:

—
Sir William Page Wood ;

see Appendix, p. 101.



VII.-VICE-CHANCELLORS-COLLATERAL
REPORTS.

HOLT, EQUITY (Holt, En.)—Period, 1845.

Equity reports, containing the reports in the Courts of His

Honour the Vice-Chancellor of England, His Honour, Vice-

Chancellor Sir J. L. Knight-Bruce, and His Honour Vice-

Chancellor Sir James Wigram. Edited and arranged by
WiLLiAH Holt.

2 volumes, octavo, 1845.

Boprinted in 71 English Eeports. See also 17 Revised
Reports.

Theee reports extend only to Easter and Trinity Terms (with one
case in Hilary Term) 1845, and are contemporary with the following
reports m the regular series : 14, 15, Simons (V.-C. of England)

;

2 CoUyer Ch. Ca. (V.-C. Knight-Bruce) ; 4 Hare (V.-C. Wigram).
The preface to 1 Holt is dated 17th May, 1846, and, as the volume
consists almost entirely of oases decided in Easter Term of that year,
great speed is shown in preparation. The second volume, com-
prising cases of Easter and Trinity Terms 1846 was also published
promptly, for the preface announces the intention of including in the
ne.xt volume, to be pubUshed early in December, cases in the Courts
of the Lord Chancellor and Master of the Rolls. The promised
volume was never issued, and the series came to an end with the
second volume.

" These volumes contain many cases not given by other rcporteis
who cover the same year " (8oule, Lawyer'^ Maniml, p. 83).

Holt's equity reports are little known at the present day, and the
original issue is scarce. They were doubtless of value at the time
of pubUcation as affording early notice of decisions (a). Foot-notes
on law and practice are added to some of the cases. Both volumes
contain tables of cases reported and cases cited and an index of
principal matters. Volume 1 contains the general Orders of 8th May,

(a) The publication seems to have Ijeen a failure nevertheless. It may be
that, as has happened in other oases, the unsold oopies of the work were
destroyed on failure to find a market, and that tlie licarconuss of oopies at
the present time is thus accounted for. Under such oircumstances the present
demand of those who wish to complete a collection of reports cnhanoes
the value. The market price of Holt's Equity Ueports, nutwithstauding the
reprint in 7Ae Englitk Reports, was in 1008 about £8.
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1845, and aome of the statute! referred to in the cuea are let oat aft

leiurtb at the end of the book.
Holt acted as editor, and waa aaaUted by the following reporten :

V.-O. of Sngland'i Coui t , F. H. Clarke ; V.-C. Knight-Bnioe'e Cburt,
J. Snow and H. P. lU he ; V.-C. Wigram's Court, O. Round and
R. S. White. In volume 2 Holt takes Uie place of Snow.

Reporten

:

—
WtLLUM Holt. Bom 1830; died 1870(1). Barrister Inner

Temi^e 1844. Author of * Adndralty Court dues on the rule of
the road,' 1867.

Frcderick Hodgson Clabre. Bcth 1810 ; died 1851. Barrister
Lincoln's Inn, 1836.

JOHK PxHNELL Snow. Bom 182) 1' d 1860(?). Banister
Lincoln's Inn 1848.

Henby Phiup Roche. Bern J^
. ; died 1876. Barrister

Lincoln's Inn 1848 ; Registrar of th Liondon Court of Bankruptcy
1861. Author with Hazlitt of the iollowing works : Treatise on
the Law of Bfaritime Warfare, 1854 ; The Bankruptcy Act, 1861

;

The Bankruptcy Act, 1869. Employed by Sir Hichard BetheU.
afterwards Lord Westbury, in drafting (Jovemnfcnt Bills.

OuvEK Htephkn Round. Bom 1813 ; died 1885. Barrister

Lincoln's Inn 1839 ; equity draftsman and conveyancer. Autlior
of a Treatise on Domicile, 1861 ; Law of Lien, 1863 ; Riparian
Ri^ts. 1859.

RiCHASD Samuel White. Bom 1817 ; died 1846. Barrister
Lincoln's Inn 1843.

Judaea reported

:

—
Sir Lancelot Shadwell ; see Appendix, p. JH).

Sir James Lewis Knight-Bruce ; see Appendix, p. 89.

Sir James Wigram ; see Appendix, p. 100.

For other Reports in the Vice-Cliaiicellor's Courts ueo " Reporta
in all the Courts," Part II of this work.



APPENDIX.

BIOGRAPHICAL NOTES OF JUDGES,

CHANCERY JUDGES
AKD A F«W OtHIBK, BIINO CmlTLY HlMBIBS OT THI JdDICIAL

Comnpr :•: or th» Privy CornciL.

CHBONOLOGICAIi TABLE OP CHANCERY JUDGES
FBOM THK TIME OF LOKD ThCBU>W TO THK COMMKSCBMINT OF

The Law Rkpokts in I8««.

L Lord Chahoillor ahd Lords Comiossioners of the Great
Seal.

Dateot
Appointment Name or title.

1778 June 3 Lord Thnrlow, Chancellor.
1783 April 9 Lord Loughborough (C.J. Com. Plea«), Aahunit J.,

and Hotham, B., Commiwiioners.
„ Deo. 23 Lord Thurlow, Chancellor.

1792 June 16 Eyre, C.B., Ashurst, J., and Wilson, J., Com-
mifisioners.

Lord Loughborough, Chancellor.
Loid Eldon, Chancellor.
Lord Erskine, Chancellor.
Lord Eldon, Chancellor.
Lord Lyndhurst, Chancellor.
Lord Brougham, Chancellor.
Lord Lyndhurst, Chancellor,
Sir Charles Christopher Pepys, M.R. (afterwards
Lord Cottenham), Shadwell, V.C, and Bosan-
quet, J., Commissioners.

16 Lord Cottenham, Chancellor.
3 Lord Lyndhurst, Chancellor.

-—J 6 Lord Cottenham, Chancellor.
1860 June 19 Lord Langdale, M.R., Shadwell, V.C, and Rolfe B

(afterwards Loid Cranworth), Commissionera.'

1793 Jan. 28
1801 April 14
'808 Feb. 7
1807 April 1

1827 May 2
1830 Nov. 22
1834 Not. 22
1836 April 23

1836 Jan.
1841 Sept
1846 July
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D>too(
Name or title.

1880 Jnly 15 Lord Tnuo, Chancellor.

18S3 F«b. 27 Lord St. Leonarda, Oiansellor.

1882 Deo. 28 Laid Cranworth, Chancellor.

1888 Feb. 26 Lord Chelauford, Chancellor.

1889 June 18 Lord Campbell, Chancellor.

1881 June 28 Lord Weatbury, Chancellor.

1868 July 7 Lord Cranworth, Chancellor.

II. Lords Jcmcn.

1881 Oct. 8 Sir Jamm Lewis Lord Cranworth.

Knight-Bruce

I8S3 Jan. 10 Sir Oeotge James Turner,

in. Mastiiu or THK Houx.

1764 Dec. 4 Sir Thomiui Sewell.

1784 Mar. 30 Sir Lloyd Kenyon (aftcrwanhi Lord Kenyon).

1788 June 4 Sir Richard Pepper Arden (afterwarda Baron
Alvanley, and later Earl of Bowlyn).

1801 May 27 Sir William Grant.

1818 Jan. 6 Sir Thomas Plumer.

1824 April 5 Lord Gifford.

1826 Sept. 14 Sir John Singleton Copley (afterwarda I.«td

Lyndhuist).

1827 May 3 Sir John Leach.

1834 Sept. 29 Sir Charlea Christopher Pepya (afterwarda Lord
Cottenham).

1836 Jan. 19 Lord Langdale.

1881 Mar. 28 Sir John Romilly (afterwarda Lord Romilly).

IV. VlCX-CHANCELLORg.

1818 J«n. 13 Sir John Leaoh. IVice.Cli.nci>llor«

1827 May 4 Sir Anthony Hart. | of England.
1887 Nov. 1 Sir Lancelot Shadwril.J

1841 Oct. 28 Sir Jamc Lewis Sir James Wig-
Kniaht.Bruce. ram.

18MN0V. 2 Sir Robert Monsey
Rolfe, B. (afterwards
Lord Cranworth).

1851 Mar. 28 Sir Qeorge
JamesTurner.

1891 Oct. 8 Sir Richard Totin Kin. SirJamesParker.
dersley.

18S2Sept. 20 Sir John Stuart.

18S3 Jan.;:10 Sir William
Pue Wood
(afterwards
Lord Bather-
toy).



BIOGRAPHICAL NOTES OF JUDGES.

ALVAHUT, LORD. See Ai4«a.

AIDIII, mCRARD rama, lord ALVARUT (tT4»-18M).
M»«ter of the RoUi, 178S—1801 ; Chief Jiutice of the Common
Pleu, 1801—1804.

"A very experienced Judge in equity, with reference to whom
I may My, hii JudgmenU will be read and valued aa producing
great information and inrtmction to tho» who may pntctine in
courts of equity in future timen " {per Lord Eldon, C, IS Vei. 347)FoM considcm that Lord Alvanley's judgments vm by far the

JS • T" ?""'»""'«' '" "'« Court of Chancery during the
prnod m which he »at, which awarda him auperior merit to Lord
ThMlow and Lord Loughborough, and this opinion is confirmed by
lard Campbell as regards Lord l^ugh borough (Campbell,C*<iiicWior<
VI., 237). It may he questioned whether Lord Alvanley as a Judie
can bo placed as high as Lord Thurlow.

"It would savour of undue panegyric to rank Lord Alvanley
among the great English Judges ; that he occupied a highly re-
spectable second place is the Just tribute of truth " (Townsend.
Livaj^lmlveeminenl judges, i., 159).

'^.'7 '^'^n'^y's decisions are reported, as Master of the Rolls,
in Dietetu, Brown's Chancery Caaes, Cox. and Yetey junior: as Chief
Justice of the Common Pleas, in Botanquet and Putter

RITHILL, RICHARD, LORD WRSTRDRY (iSOO—1873).
Lord Chancellor, 1861— 186S.
A great Judge and a great law reformer.

" TTie speeches of Sir Richard Bethell at the bar, and of Lord
Westbury on the Chancery bench and on the Woolsack were
utterances of the highest merit looked at from a legal point of view-
that IS, the point of view which recognizes coherent logic, and clear
complete expression as the first requisites, and all sensational"
colouring as hkely to distract attention and lead the reason to
lUegitimate results. They would not have had much effect upon
Junes . . There are a number of his opinions on points of stiict
law that are marvels of metaphysics—legal exposition Thev
weigh the pros and cons, meet the difficulties, eliminate the
fallacies and expound the principles—or more probably principle
for he struggled always to arrive at one principle if possible—of
decision, in the clearest and fewest words, in a style of English so
perfect that it seems impossible to improve it by transposition or
alteration, by subtraction or addition " (John CampbeU Smith
tfridnjs by the way (1885), pp. 403, 406).

"

Ix)rd Westbury's judgments are remarkable for their omission
of reference to decided oases. In them broad principles and
doctnnes are asserted and legal heresies are denounced in language
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bold, novel, and uncompromising " (Law Journal. Obituary notice,

26 July, 1873).

T^rd Weatbury'a habit of losing or delaying to return the copies
of bis judgments submitted for his approval was a stumbling-block
to the reporter and the publisher.

Lord Westbury's opinions delivered in the House of Lords
are in 8—1 1 House of Lords Cases, 1—5 Law Reports. House of Lords,

4 Macqueen. and 1, 2, Law Reports, House of Lords (Scotland).

His judgments in the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council
are in 2-6 Moore's Privy Council Cases (X.S.) and 1—3 Imw Reports,

Privy Council.

In the Court of Cliancerj' his decisions are in 4 De Oex, Fisher
and Jones, and 1—4 De Oex, Jones and Smith.*

BICKERSTETH, HENRY, LORD LANGDALE (1783—1851).

Master of the Rolls, 1836—1851,

Patient of argument and not sparing in p^ins to acquire com-
plete knowledge of the facts, Lord Langdale brought to bear on his

cases, a clear, logical, and impartial mind, and his decisions are
highly valued. His knowledge of Chancery procedure was unsur-
passed and he gave evidence at great length before the Chancery
Commission of 1824. It was owing to his influence that the public
records, of which he had the custody as Master of the Rolls, were
first brought together and made accessible to the student in the
great building in Chancery Lane.

His health broke down under the strain of work, and he died
in April, 1851, a month after his retirement from the bench.
Lord Langdale occasionally sat to hear appeals in the House of

Lords and frequently attended the sittings of the Judicial Com-
mittee of the Privy Council. His opinions delivered in the House
of Lords are found in 10 Clark and Finnelly, 1, 3, House of Lords
Cases ; bis Judgments in the Privy Council are in 4, 6, 7, Moore
(Privy Council) and 3, 4, 5 Moore {Indian Appeals). He was
appointed Lord Commissioner of tlin Great Seal with Vice-Cliancellor
Shadwell and Baron Rolfe in 1850 and his decisions in that capacity
are reported in Macnagftten and Gordon. As Master of the Rolls

his cases are in Keen and 1—13 Beavan.

BROUGHAM, HENRY PETER, LORD BROUGHAM AND VAUX
(177a—1868).

Lord Cliancellor, 1830—1834.

Illustrious as an orator and statesman, Lord Brougham was less

distinguished as a lawyer. His talents have never been questioned,

but he was raised to the Chancellorship possessing lo knowledge

* In this and other references to reports containing the decinionf) of judges

it will be underatood that the decifions may also he found in The Law
Jovrml, The Lnu- Timf», and The Weekhj Reportfr during the pciiods covered

i>y those publications.
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hiH mind o« the foundation of tlio confidtnco that was always

reposed in hira. In mere logical acumen others may have equaUed

thouRh few suriMBsed him. In that largeness of view, which alonl.

brings the world of law into touch with the world of business,

Lord Cairns was never wanting. And his great distinction was

that in him these two (lualities of acuteiHw and breadth, which

have BO often been found antagoniBtic. were balanced more happiljr

perhaps than in any I ut a very fe v of his most brilliant predecessors

(G \V. Hemming, Q.C., in 1 Law Quarterly Review, 365).

The Judgments of Lord Cairns are contained in the earl" volumes

of the Law Reporls and would he beyond the scope of this work,

but for the fact that some of them are also to be found in volumes

4—8 of ifoore'a I'rivy Council Cases (S.S.). See p. 21, supra.

CAMPBELL, JOHN, LORD CAMPBELL (1779—1861).

Lord Chancellor of Ireland, 1841 ; Lord Chief Justice o!

England, 1850—185U ; lord Chancellor of Great Britain,

185U-1861.

Lord Campbell, who had previously held the post of Attorney-

General in three administrations, was appointed Lord ChanceUor

of Ireland, with a peerage, in 1811, only a few weeks before the

resignation of the Ministry, and had therefore little opportunity

of toplaying his powers as an IrUh Judge. Thenceforward, until

1850, he was without judicial office, e.«ept for the hearing of

appeals in the House of Lords and the Privy Council. In 1850, at

ttoage of 71, ho was appointed Chief Justice of Lngland, and

occupied the position for nine years. In his eightieth year ho

became Lord ChanceUor of Great Britain, and held that office untU

his death two years later.
.

A lawyer of great experience in the common law Courts, he

filled the post of Chief Justice with distinction, and his great abilities

enabled him to fulfil the duties of Chancellor with satisfaction to

the bar and to suitors. His opinions on the bench, it has been

said like those of Denman, Erie, and Bramwell, were influenced by

the 'Benthamite Ubcralism of the age ui which he lived (Professor

Dicey, Law and Public Opinion in England dunng the NinelKnth

Ceniurv, p. 361). ,,..„. ,i e t ™i
CampbeU reported decisions at A'wi Prius, pnneipally of Lord

EUenborough, from 1808—1816. He disapproved of a reporter

taking notes in shorthand, considering that a shorthand writer

attends to the wolds without entering into the thoughts of the

speaker (Haidcastle's Life of Lord Camp6rfi, Vol. I., pp. 105-6).

^is Lives of the Chancellors and Lives of the Chief Justices are

weU written and widely read, but not to bo entirely relied on for

accuTMy^^^
^^^ ^ decisions are spread over many volumes of

reports. His opinions dehvered in the House of Lords are m
8—12 Clark and FinneUy, 1—fl Howie of Lords Cases, 1—7 BeU (Sc.),

and 1-^ Mamueen (Be.). His judgments in the Judicia Com-

mittee of the Privy CouncU are in 3—7 Moon's Privy Counal Caset,
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/I'V~"i-^°°'"'/'^""' *l'P<^; in the Court of Climici.rv in
I'e Oejc Fisher ami Jones : in the Queen's Bench in 15—18 OiiVrn ..

f»- ' rt,
^"" ""^ Blackburn, Elli,. Blackburn and Ellis, 1 3

andBU ' '" ''"'"'""' *•""'* '" *~* ^<'^> Dmrsltij, Dearsley

Lord Campbell's work as a law reformer is indicated by thetalowmg rtatuten in the promotion of which he took a leading part.Iho Real Property Limitation Act, 1833 (3 & -1 Wilh 1, c. 27) The
*inc» and Reeoveri™ Act, 1833 (3 ft 4 Will. 4, c. 74), The Dower
Act 1833 (3 ft 4 Will. 4. c. 105). The Inheritance Act. 1833 (3 ft 4
VV.U. 4 c. 108), The Will» Act, 1837 (7 Will. 4, and 1 Vict. c. 2B)The Judgmenta Act 1838 (1 ft 2 Vict. c. 110), Tlic Copjhold Act.
1841 (4 ft 6 Vict, c. 35), The Libel Acts, 1843 and 1845 {6 ft 7 Vict!
c. J6, and 8 4 Vict. c. 76), The Fatal Accidents Act, 1846 (9 ft 10
Vict. e. BJ), The Poor Law (Apprentices, etc.), Act, 1861 (14 ft IS

^^n\°mu L^*""
P™*<'n''on of Ofiences Act, 1851 (14 ft 15 Vict.

"
Vi'' iS!

"""""' Justice Administration Act, 1851 (14 ft 16 Victc^b). The Criminal Procedure Act. 1851 (14 ft 15 Vict. c. 100),Iho Central Criminal Court Act, 1856 (10 ft 20 Vict c • The
Obscene Publications Act, 1857 (20 4 21 Vict. e. 83), 'Die itious
Indictments Act, 1859 (22 4 23 Vict. c. 17). The Common . aw Pro-
cedure Act 860 (23 4 24 Vict. e. 126), The Cliancery Rules and

A^rst^Va^V^ictc'^lSr- ' ''"• '^'^ '^*™""'"' '"""'

CARLETON, HUGH, VISCOURT CABL, / (173»—182S).
Chief Jusjce of the Common I'leas in Ireland, 1787—1800.

iiii?"'
Carleton was elected a representative peer for Ireland In

1800. His decisions as Chief Justice are reported by Vernon and
Hcnven and Ridgway Lapp and Schoalea.

Reports of House of Lords appeals are wanting for some vear.5
after 1800, but in 1 Dow at pp. 100 and 383 speeches of Lord
Carleton are reported. Judging by the absence of his name from
the pages of itow and subsequent reporters, except in the instances
cited. It would appear that he took Uttle part in the judicial business
of the House.

CHELHSFOBD, LOBD. See Thnlger.

COPlKy, JOHN SINOIETON, LOBO IVNDHUBST (1772—1863).
Master of the Rolls, Sept. 1826 to May 1827 ; Lord Chancellor

1827—1830; Lord Chief Baron, 1831—1834 ; Lord Chancellor
again, 1834—5, and again 1841—1846.

Liird Westbury, on liciiig asked nliose was the lincst judicial
intellect he had ever known, replied ;

" Lord Lyudhurst's " (Atlav
i iclorian Chancellors, i. 85).
Until his appointment as Master of the Rolls Lord Lyndluu->t'.->

practice had been confined to common law. His deeision.1 during
the eight months that he presided at the Rolls will be found in
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3 Hiumdl, but they cumpriHe wo judgments ol upecial importance.

As Chancellor his judgments were diBtinguished by lucid arrange-

ment more than by depth of legal knowledge. He gave his mind

rather to the more important and intricate caaea than to those

which merely required the application of ordinary rules of equitable

doctrine or practice, and he was more disposed to confine his

judgment to the circumstances of the case immediately before him

than to state principles of general application {Atlay, i. U3).

Lord Selbome, whose personal knowledge of Lyndhurst extended

only to his last chancellorship (1841—1846), says that "he took

things very indolently and easily, affirming almost indiscriminately

the judgments brought before hun on appeal " (Selbome, Memortaia

Family and Personal, i. 373).

Lord Lyndhursts reputation as a great judge was gained as

Chief Baron of the Exchequer from 1831—1834. Lord Campbell

refers to his " wonderful quickm-ws of upprohonsion, his foreible

and logical reasoning, his skilful commixture of sound law and

common Htnse, and his clear, convincing, and dignified judgments."

The same writer dcBcribes Lyndhurst's judgment in J^imall v.

AUwood (Younge, 407). The hearing extended over twenty-one

days and judgment was pronounced a year later, when for a whole

day the Chief Baron was occupied in recapitulating the complicated

facts of the case, sifting the evidence, and pronouncing judgment

;

and this he did orally without referring even to a note, and yet

without faltering or hesitation and without once being mistaken

in a name, a figure, or a date (Campbell, Chan^dlora, viii. 71, 73).

His judgments in the Court of Chanc ry are recorded in 3—

5

Rmsell, Russell and Mylnc, Mylne and Keen, and Phillips ; those

in the Exchequer are found in Younge, Cromptvn ati'i Jervis, Cromp'

ton and Meesoti, and 1 Crompton, Meeson and Hosr z ; thoi* in the

House of Lords, in Bligh N.S., Dow and Chrk, and Clark and

Finndhj.

COTTENHAM, EARL OF. See Pepys.

COURTENAY, WILLIAM, EARL OF DEVON (1777—1869).

Biirriater, Lincoln's Inn, 1799 ; Master in Chancery, 1817—
1826; Oerk Assistant of the Parliaments, 1826—1835;
succeeded to the Earldom, 1835.

His opinions on appeals to thd House of Lords are reported in

9 Bligh (N.S.), 642 ; 3 Clark and Finnelly, 267 ; 4 lb, 81, 658

;

6 lb. 327, 784 ; 8 Jb. 653 ; West, 31 ; 2 H. L. C, 72.

CRANWORTH, LORD. See RoUe.

DEVON. EARL OF. See Courtenay.

ELDON, EARL OF. Sec Scott.
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EBaKMB, THOMM, LORD IRSKINE (176fr-1823).

Lord Chancellor from Febniary, 1808, to April, 1S(I7.

A great advocate. He knew lil'le of the princlplcx of equity,
but, with private osHiHtance from Francis Hargra"o, pronounced
JudgmentH as Chancellor which were respected, one only licing
appealed against and that unsuccessfully (Conipbell, Chanallora,
vi. 580). After his resignation in 1807 he seldom took part in
hearing appeals to the House of Lords, only one of his opinions
being reported by Dow (S Dow, 200).
His decisions are found in 12—14 Vaey.

FREEMAN -MITFORD, JOHM, HRST BARON REDE3DALE
(17W-1830).

Lord Chancellor of Ireland, 1802—1806.

Of Lord Redesdale's (better known as Mitford's) Treatise on
Chancery Pleadings, Sir Thomas Plumer, M.R., said in 1820

:

" To no authority living or dead could reference be had »ith more
propriety for correct information respecting the principles by which
Courts of Equity are governed than to one whose knowledge and
experience enabled him, forty years ago, to reduce the whole subject
to a system with such universally acknowledged learning, accuracy,
and discrimination, as to have been ever since received by the
whole profession as an authoritative standard and guide " (2 Jac
tW. 181).

After Lord Redesdale's resignation of the Irish Chancellorship
he took an active part in the hearing of appeals and peerage claims
in the House of Lords. Lord Eldon refers to him as a Judge " who
had presided in the Irish Court of Chancery with so much credit
to himself and advantage to his country, and who in addition to
his knowledge of equity was as good a common lawjer as any vi
the kingdom " (1 Dow, 348). " One of the ablest judges that ever
sat in equity " (Story, Commentaries in Equity Jurisprudemx, 3rd

Lord Redesdale's decisions in the Irish Court of Cliancery are
reported by Sdwalea and Lejroy ; those in the House of Lords bv
Dow, vols. 1—6 ; Bligh, vols. 1—4 ; Bligh N. S.. vols. 1—3 ; Dow
and Clark, vol. 1 ; Clarlc and Finnelly, vol. 6, p. 126 ; Palon, vol. 6 ;

Shaw, vols. 1 and 2 ; Wihon and Shaw, vols. 1 and 2.

FREEHAH-HITFORD, JOHN THOMAS, EARL OF REDESOALE
(180S—1886).

Chairman of Committees of the House of Lords, 1851—1886.

Lord Redesdale succeeded his father the first Baron Redesdale
(see Freeman-Mitford, John, First Baron Redesdale), in 1830, and
was created an Earl in 1877. He was unanimously elected Chair-
man of Committees in 1851, and most ably discharged the duties
of the office until his death. He took no part in the hearing of
appeals and the only instance in which his judgments appear in
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the reports \h on the hearing of pec je claims before the Committee

of PrivilegoM. In these cawefl \w p.eHtiletl as Chairman and two of

his Judgments will be found in 8 House of Lords Cases, at p. 142

(Berkeley Peerage, 1861), and 3 Macqueen, at p. 603 (Herries

Peerage, 1858). His Judgments in later peerage cases are in the

Law Reports.

GIFFORD, ROBBRT, LORD GIFFORD (1779—1826).

Chief Justice of the Common Pleas, January to April, 1824

;

Master of the EoUs. April, 1824, to September, 1826.

On his appointment to the oflBce of Chief Justice, Oifford was

raised to the peerage, became Deputy Speaker of the House of Lords,

and sat to hear appeals, giving especial satisfaction by his Judgments

on appeals from Scotland. Lord Tenterden expressed the opinion

that Gifford was a good lawyer, with more learning than Copley,

and the fittest man living to succeed Lord Kldon as Chancellor

(Campbell. Chief Jwtiees, iii. 296). Gifford died in September,

1826, white Eldon was still in office.

Gif!ord*s Judgments as Chief Justice of the Common Pleas are

found in 8 Moore C. P. ; as Master of the Rolls in Turner and

Rmsell and 1 Russell: and as a Privy Councillor in 2 Knapp.
His Judgments in the House of Lords on Scotch appeals are in

2 Shaw, and 1, 2 Wilson and Shaw.

GRANT, RIGHT HON. SIR WILLIAM (1752—1882).

Master of the Rolls, 1801—1817.

Universally acknowledged to bo an equity Judge of the first

rank. His knowledge of precedent was, perhaps, less than Lord

Eldon's, but his Ju^^ents were more lucid, and they were free

from the constant doubting and delay which affected the reputation

of the Chancellor.

Sir Samuel Romilly, who was not accustomed to be laudatory

over much, thus writes of Sir William Grant :
" His eminent

qualities as a Judge, his patience, his impartiality, his courtesy to

the bar, his despatch, and the masteries style in which his Judgments
were pronounced, would at any time have entitled him to the

highest praise ; but his mode of adminif^tering Justice appeared

to the greater advantage by the contrast it afforded to the tardy

and most unsatisfactoiy proceedings both of the Chancellor and
the Vice-Chancellor " {Memoirs of Sir 8. Romilly, iii. 324-5). Chariea

Butler tells us :
" His exposition of facts and of ihfi consequences

deducible from th-'m, his discussion of former decisions, showing

their legitimate weight and authority, and their real bearing upon
the point in question were above praise ; the whole was done with

admirable ease and simplicity " {Reminiseencea, i. 143).

The following extracts from Judgments of Lord Eldon's show
hia estimation of Sir William Grant s abilities : "I shall not hold

any opinion of my own without doubt where the Master of the

Rolls has held directly the contrary '* (11 Vesey, 391) ;
" I am

veiy unwilling to differ from any opinion pronounced by so great
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an authurity an that of the Manter of the RolU "
(1 Merivale, 103)

;

" I feel that in differing from tto great a Judge my own dec-iitiun

will not hereafter pofweas all the authority which might otherwise
attach to it " Uh., M).

Sir William Grant was an much ditttinguishnd by hiH ability when
auisting at the Cockpit in the hearing of Colonial or Prize Appeahi
as at the RolU, and he continued thiH voluntary duty 'or itome
yeani after his retirement from the bench. Tlie only reports of

his decisiomi in Huch cahph are thone of Aeton (INOO—1811).
His Judgments at the Rolls are reported by Vesey junior, I>«y

and Beames, Cooper temp. Eldon, and Merivale.

Lord

HART. RIGHT HON. SIR ANTHONY (17M (i)—1881).

Vice-Chancellor of England, May—October, 1827

;

Chancellor of Ireland, 1827—1830.

He practised at the Chancery bar for forty-six years before ho
was raised to the bench. He was industrious and painstaking,
patient in listening to argument, and his judgments were able and
lucid. None of hi8 decisions were varied or reversed (O'Flanagan's
Lives of the Lord Chancellors of Ireland, ii. 378 ; Burke's History of
the Lord Chancellors of Ireland, 204 ; Foss' Judges).

His judgments as Viee-Chmcellor are contained in Simons and
as Lord Chancellor of Ireland in Beatty and MoUoy.

HATHERLEY, LORD. See Wood.

KAY, RIGHT HON. SIR EDWARD EBENEZER.
Lord Justice, Chancery Reporter. 8ee p. 71,

KENYON. LLOYD, LORD KENYON (1732—1802).

Master of the Roll«, 1784—1788; L«.rd Chief Justice of

England, 1788—1802.

Charles Butler's apparently inconsistent account of Lord Kenyon's
qualifications as a judge is perfectly accurate :

" Much intuitive
readiness was possessed by Lord Kenyon, but intermediate patient
discussion was seldom exhibited by his lordship. The consequence
was that though the decision was right, the ground of it was some-
times obscure and the objections to it in the minds of the hearers were
not always removed, liiis lessened the merit of his adjudications,
but they are most deser^-edly held in the greatest respect and con-
sidered of the highest authority " (Butler. Reminiscences, i. 145).
By his industry' in early life Lord Kenyon had acquired a great
knowledge of law, but it was said, though allowance must be made
for exaggeration, that on the bench he never referred to a book.
His ju(^ments, though generally sound and very seldom over-
ruled, were not supported by clear reasoning, and did not attain
to the merit which more care in the preparation would have earned
for them. Lord Eldon said that when Kenyon became an equity
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judgf, hi- con.idMud liimmir not bound to m»k further information
thnn roiiiwol had fumi»hi>d, and hi> judgment wa> uaually Riven
from hiHown general luiowledge of law at the conclunion of couMel'.
reply He was the only Judge Lord Eldon knew who wax bo con-
rtantly nght that he could act upon the primiple that he was
always k), and he wa. one of the quiohetit Judgm that ever ut in tha
Court of Ohanceiy (Twi«», Lijt of lord Eldon, i. 137 ; Kenyon,

I'Lt,^^ '["'y"'- "3. 3(10). Kenyon hai been clashed with
Ixird fcldoti an being influenced by the beliefn and feclinira of the era
of old tonri»m in which he lived (we under Srnll, Jnhn, Earl of Eldon.
p. IW, in/ra).

"

. ^"r^ Kenyon was very cuinent as a common law Judge, though
irritable and overbearing toward" bin brother judges and the bar.
In more recent times his Judicial qualifications have been thus
repiwiented hy another very eminent judge. " When a point has
been decided by such a judge as I^rd Kenyon and the decision
foUowed by such a judge as Lord Eldon ... 1 cannot conceive
a case more completely bound by authority " (ptr Wood, V C
Wetdtng V. Weeding, 1 Johnson and Hemming, 430). Lord Kenyon
however, does not attain to " the lines and portraitures of a good
Judge OS declared by Loid Bacon in his speech on the appointment
of Mr. Justice Hutton to the Common Pleas i

" That you should
draw your learning out of your books, not out of your brtin ; that
yon should mix well the freedom of your own opinion with the
reverence of the opinion of your fellows ; that you should continue
the studying of your books and not to spend on upon the old stock.
. . . That you affect not the opinion of pregnancy and expedition
by an impatient and catching hearing of the counsellors at the bar."
{Bacon a Worlct. by Montagu, vii. 271).
Lord Kenynn's deciHions as Master of the Ilolls are in Brown'i

Chancery Cases, Cox, and Dickens ; as Chief Justice in 2—8 Dttmford
and East and 1, 2 East.

KINDERSLIY, RIGHT HOK. SIR RICHARD lORIH (17»2—187»).
Master in Chancery, 1848—1851 ; Vice-Chanccllor, 1851—1866.

_
Lotd Selbome thus i«fer» to Kindersley, Turner and Parker •

as good and careful judges as ever sat in the Court of Chancery "
{MemonaU, Pt. I, vol. ii. p. 131).
Lord Justice Rigby gives Kindersley higher praise :

" Kindersley,
',' T,"

°™ "' ""' P^"'**' masters of equity and of trust law we
evCT had (He Dixon, Heynes v. Dixon, [1900] 2 Cli. at p. 571).

Kindersley became Vice-Chancellor in the appointment of Lord
Cranworth to the newly-created post of Lord Justice in October,
1861, and was succeeded on his retirement in 1886 by Viee-Chancellor
Mahns. Previously to Kindersley's appointment it was usual to
create the \ icc-Chancellora Pri^-y Councillors on their being raised
to the bench. From this period the honour was confined to the
Lords Justices, and Kindersley and Parker, who were appointed at
the same time, and subsequent Vice-CbanceUors, only attained the
rank of Privy Councillors upon retirement from the bench or
promotion. After bis retirement Kindersley sat occasionally aa a
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mcinW o( the Judicial CommittM (km I and 3 Lm> Rtpertt, Privy
CtmvieU).

Viot-ChanoeUor Kindenley . deciniaiu are reported in Himonii
(X.8.), Drtmy, Drtmry on/. > ife, 1 and 2 Law Reportt [Squily),
and 1—3 Eguily HrporU. Hin , dgmentu in the Judicial Committee
are in 4 Moore. Privy Counei: ..tf.*'.), II Moort, Indian Appeah, I

Law ReporU, Privy Council,

KINOiDOWII, LORD. See hmbiftoa-Ulfli.

xnaHT-BRnci, riort hor. iir mmis uwit (ini—tsM).
Vice-chancellor, 1841—I8AI, Lord Juntice, IgSl—1866.

Knight-Bruce wa« one of the two additional Vice-Chancellora
appointed under the Act, S Vict. c. S. He posaeseed a thorough
knowledge of equity anil great intellectual ability and power of
memory. Hi« Judgmenti are celebrated for tneir learning and
felicity of expreMion. Tlie case of Walki, v. Amulrong (1806), 8
D. G. M. ft O. fiSI, supplies an instance of tlui humour with which
they were sometimes enlivened, a characteristic of the judge which
Lord gelbome describes as " admirable in itself, but less appropriate
on the Judgment seat than elsewhere "

( Vtmoriah, Part I., vol. i.

376).

In describing a series of ill-advised transactions by which a
firm of Sdlicitoni, acting for a naval officer, had landed him in a
Chancery suit, the Lord Justice says :

" These licensed pil its

undertook to steer a post-captain through certain not very narrow
straits of the law, and. with abundance ofsea room, mn him aground
on every shoal they could make. First in 1824, then in 182S, and
again some years afterwards, was the gallant officer encumbered with
help, of a description for which he could perhaps supply a better
term than I can." See, too, the case of Barrout v. Barrow, 6 D. O. H.
ft G. at p. 782 ; and the references in the preface to 75 Revised
Reports.

Knight-Bruce had an innate bvo of Justice and hatred of fraud,
and was ready to brush a.side oSjections grounded on form when
the substance of the matter could not otherwise be reached. He
preferred rather to apply his knowledge of principles to the facts of
the case before him than to enunciate the principle itself or to cite
precedents. It was a subject of complaint with the bar that the
Judge was prone to interrupt the arguments with a succession of
questions. He worker with great ropidity and, in 18S0, for several
weeks before the long vacation, when hi"» two colleagues were ill,

he transacted the whole business of the three Vice-Chan'"'lor8.
In 1881, Knight-Bruce was appointed one of the lirst Lords

Justices of Appeal in Chancen- with Lord Cranworth for a colleague.
He was mode a Privy Councillor in 1842 and became one of the most
influential members of the Judicial Committee, where his know-
ledge of civil law and foreign legal systems was of great value.

His decisions as Vice-Chancellor are reported in Tounge and Cottyer,
Collyer, De Qex and Smak and Holl ; as T/)id Justice in De Otx,
liacnaghtm and Gordon, De Qex and Jams, Dt Qex, Fiaher and



eo Apprndix

Jont», Dt (Jejc, Jonu and Smith, and 1—3 SquUif HtporU; * a
mfmber of thn Judicial Cuiumlttee in 5—15 Moon, l*rivj/ Council,
and 1—3 /(. (S.S.). tlee alio the earl.T TolumM o( the Lmi tUportt.

LANODALI, LORD. See BtokentoU.

LAUDIRDAU, lARL Of. See MaMUM.

LIACH, RIORT ROK. SIR JOHN (ITtO—1834).

Vice-chancellor o( England, 181H—1827 ; MaaUr o( the RoUi,
1827—1834.

Leach ii deacribed by Sir Samuel Riimilly in 1816 aa poeaewiing

great facility of appteheiutiun, considerable powen of argumentation,
and temurltably clear and perMpieuuuH elocution, but deficient in

knowledge aa a lawyer {Memoirs of V.V .V, Fomilly, iii. 216), Koea
Mya of IxMch :

" Both as Vicell.ancellor and Master of the Rolk,
though he despatched the causes before him with immense celerity,

he relied so little upon authorities and listened so 'ndifferently to
any arguments that conflicted with his own opinion, hometimes not
even ( ondescending to give any reasons for his Judgmeits, that his

decisi(ns were frequently appealed against and not upfrequently
overturned. In comparing his summary Judgments with Lord
Eldon's proverbial delays, the Chancellor's court was designated
the Court of oyer «im terminer and Sir John's that of termintr tana
oyer " [Biograpkica Juridica. 400). Lord Campbell tells us that
Romilly thought the taidy Justice of Eldon was better than the
swift injustice of his deputy (Clmneellort, vii. 634). Leach was well
acquainted with Scotch law, and in 1S27 was appointed Deputy
Speaker of the House of Loids to give judgment on appeals in the
name of the House. He sat, when the Lord Chancellor was not
sitting, to hear Scotch appeals.

Leach's decisions as Vicc-Chancellor are reported in 3—6 Muddock,
Simons and Stuart, 1 Simona ; as Master of the Rolls, in Suatell,
RuMell and .'tylne, Mylne and Keen, and Tamlyn. His bankruptcy
decisions are in Buck, Qlyn and Jameson, and Montagu and McArthw.

LTNOHURST, LORD. See Copiay.

MAITLAND, JAMES, EARL OF LAUDERDALE (1769—l8S*).
Student of Lincoln's Inn, 1777 ; Member of the Faculty of

Advocotes, 1780 ; succeeded to the Earldom, 1789 ; Scotch
re.iresentative peer, 1790 ;

peer of the United Kingdom,
Privy Councillor, and Lord High Keeper of the Great Seal
of Scotland, 1806 ; one of the managers of the impeachment
of Warren Hastings.

His only reported opinion on a House of Lords appeal is in 2
Bligk (N.S.) 483 (1828) I Dow and Clark, 246 (S.C).

MANNERS, LORD. See Manntrs-SatlOD.
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MANNIIU-KUTTON, THOMAI. LORD MANRIM (ITSe-lSiS).

Bimm of the Rx(hi><(iif>r. INil.'V— |H07 ; l/>nl Chnncpllor of

iH'loml, 1HII7— 1H27.

O'Connell, a political opponent, Ka'u\ that Uird Mannrn " waa
a bad lawyer, but he wan the mrMit Henfiibli'liMiltiiig man talking

nonwnw he ever haw " {Burke, Lord ChanctHom of Ireland, 203).

According to Fou (LivtJt of Ike Judges, vlii. 372), " hiH decifilonfi an an
equity Judge were held in high ptttinmtion."

O'Flanagan {lAvfs of the Irish < ''miicelhrs, ii. 33))) deitcrilieH bim
Oft

'* dintinguifihcd fur bin urluinity ; not indt-ed deeply read, but

evincing ability to underHtand and Judgment to decide.' He never

left a case undecided when he rorw for the vacation and very few

of his deciHiouH were appealed from.

Lord Mannpr'H judgments in the TriHh Court of Chancery are to

be found in Ball ami Bfatty and Heatty, and, an ex-Chancellor, on
House of LordH appoalH, in 2 and 3 Kigh {S.S.) and 1 Dow and
Clark.

MITFORD. See rrMman-Mitford.

PARKER. SIR JAMES (1803—1852).

Vioe-Chanccllor, 1851—1852.

Viec-Chancellor Parker sat on the bench for less tho * a year,

being appointed in (>ct<i)>rr, 1851, and dying in August, ' "*. His
previous experience in the Court of Cliancery, hi« (ttroiif • .cllect,

and his unflagging industry made liim a miund lav yer, and ability

in stating the facts of a cat^e clearly, and applying the law to them,
as shown in )iis judgnientM, gave promise of a diHtinguished career.

Lord Selborne places him with Kindersley and Turner :
" as good

and careful judges as ever fint in the Court of Chancery "(Jtfemon'a/*,

Part L, vol. ii. p. 131). He died in his 40th year. His decisions

are reported in Df Gtx and Smnle.

PEMBERTON-LEIGH, THOB"AS, LORD KIMGSDOWN (1793—1867).

A member of the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council,

1844—1863.

Pemberton-Leigh practised at the Chancery bar, and in the

House of Lords before he became a Pri\y Councillor. He was
raised to the peerage as Lord Kingndown in 1858, and thenceforward

sat on appeals to the House of Liords a.s well as on the Judicial

Committee. He refused the Great Seal more than once. His

Judgments, with which he is said to have taken great pains, are

distinguished by sound law and clear exwsition, and by their

frequent enunciation of principles. Among judges. Lord Kingsdown
occupies the highest rank, though he never tilled the more prominent

positions for which he ^-as well qualified. His great services were
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rendered while holding Judicial poete to which no remuneration
is attached.

Lord Kingsdown's opinions in House of Lords Appeals will bo
found in 7—11 Houte of Lords Caaa, and 3, 4, Maequun : his
Judgments in the Judicial Committee are in 4—IS Jfoore, Primi
Council, and 1—3 ibid. (N.S.).

PEPTS, CHARLES CHRISTOPHER, lARL OF COTTEIIHAH
(1T81—1851).

Master of the Rolls, 1834—1838 ; Lord Chancellor, 1836—1841,
and again, 1846—18S0.

Upon his appointment as Master of the Rolls, Pepys at once
established the character of a first-rate equity judge. After fifteen
months, during part of which ho acted as Lord Commissioner, he
was raised to the Chancellorship, in which post his reputation was
sustained, his judgments being distinguished by their accurate
statement of the law and by sound common se^ise. Lord Campbell
said of him in 1846 :

" Lord Cottenham is a most excellent equity
Judge, but not a great jurist, being not at all familiar with the
Roman Civil Law, and being profoundly ignorant of the codes
of all foreign nations. Evei. of equity he knows little before the
time of Ix>id Nottingham, and his skill in deciding cases arises from
a very vigorous understanding, unwearied industry in professional
plodding, and a complete mastery over all the existing practice
and all the existing doctrines of the'Court of Chancery " (Hardeastle,
Life of Lord Campbell, ii. 207). It may be thought that to impute
ignorance of equity as it existed before the age of " the father of
equity " is not a very severe censure, but the phrase seems to be
merely a repetition of the statement that Lord Cottenham was
not familiar with the Civil Law. A later Chancellor said of Lord
Cottenham that he " was not brilliant, but ho was one of the best
lawyers who, after Ixird Eldon's time, sat in the Court of Chancery "

(Lord Sclljorne, Memorialii, Part I, vol. i. 371).
Ready in forming an opinion and ditticult to move when he had

made up his mind. Lord Cottenham was prone to reverse judgments
that came before him on appeal. During hissecond period of office
he acquired the habit of deferring his judgments, often keeping the
papers until the long vacation, when material circumstances
of the case would be forgotten. When out of office from 1841 to
1846 he gave assistance in the House of Lords but seldom sat with
the Judicial Committee. His judgments in the House of Lords
are found in 10, 11 BUgh, N.S., 4—12 Clark and Finnelly, West,
and 1, 2 House of Lords Caaca ; on Scotch appeals, in McLean and
Robinson, 2, 3 Shaw and McLean, 1, 2 Robinson, 1—7 Bell, and 1

Macqueen ; those in the Court of Chancery in Mylne and Keen and
Mylne and Craig (as Master of the Rolls and Lord Commissioner),
and in Mylne and Craig, Craig and Pkillips, Phillips, Macnnghten
an/t Cordon. Donnelly, C. P. Cooper, Cooper temp. Cottenham, and
Hall and Twells (as Chancellor).
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nUMER, RIGHT HON. SIR THOMAS (1763—1824).
Vice-Chancellor of England, 1813—1818

; Master of the Rolls,
1818—1824.

A lawyer of considerable attaiimiciits tliough not a profound

'JTJ'' A ^."=?%'"'"'!,?°"".'fc
"'"' '""' "'""S'J' "I'P"-"^ the passing

of the Act 53 Geo. III. c. 24 for the appointment of a Vice-aiancellor
seems to have been as strongly dissatisHed with the appointment
of Sir Thomas Plumer to the post, of «liom he wrote :

" A worse
appointment than that of Plumer to be Vice-C'haucellor could hardly
have been made. He knows nothing of the law of real property
nothing of the law of bankruptcy, and nothing of the doctrines
peculiar to courts of equity " {Memoira oJHir Hamud Komilly, iii 102)On Plumer 8 appointment as Master of the Rolls in 1818, Sir Samuel
described him as incapable of discharging the duties of his office and
predicted that if Leach, tlie new Vice-Chancellor, diKuosed of tho
business bifore him as quickly as was anticipated, vcrv few causes
would be set down at tho Rolls (ib. 328). On the other hand Lord
Campbell tells us that Sir Thomas Plumer "was by no nieaiia
Ignorant of the law of real property or of the law of" bankruptcy
and he has practised on the equity side in the Court of Exchequer
for many years. His judgments as Vicc-ChaiiccUor and Master of
the Rolls, sneered at by some old Chancen' practitioners when they
were delivered, are now read by the student with much profit and are
considered of high authority " (Chuncdlora (1847). vii, 304).

Plumer's decisions as Vice-Chnnccllor an- reported by Vcmij junr
Veaey and limmes, Cooper t. Eldon, and Mmldock ; as Master of the
RoUs, by liwanskm, Jacob, and Walker, Jacob, and Turner and Huuell.

PLUHKET, WILLIAM CONINCHAM, LORD PIUNKET (176^-1854).
Cliief Justice of the Cumiiion Pleas in Iivhuid. 1827 1830 •

Lord aiancellor of Ireland, 1830—1834, and again, 1835—!
1841.

Like Erskine, Lord Pluiiket was greater as an advocate than as
a Judge and many of his decisions were revei-sed ou apiieal. His
opinions on House of Lords appeals are reported in 3, 5 7 8 UBKgh (NJi.), 1 Dow and Clark, and 1 , 2, 3, 4, 6 Clark and Fi'nnelly

REDESDAL"-, JOHN, FIRST BARON. See Freeman-Mltfotd, John.

REDESDALE, EARt OF. Sec Freeman-MlUord, John Thomas.

ROLFE, ROBERT MONSEY, LORD CRANWORTH (1790—1868).
Baron of the Exchequer, 183!)—1850 ; one of the Lords Com-

missioners of the Great Seal, 1850 ; Vice-Chancellor, 1850 •

Lord Justice. 1861; Lord Chancellor, 1852—1858- nnri
again 180.5-1807.

Though Rolfe had practised only in the Court of Chancery at
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the time of his elevation to the bench as a Baron of the Exchequer,

he had qualified himself for the duties of a common law court by

experience gained as recorder of Bury St. Edmunds, and during the

eleven years that he held the post of Baron he gained the reputation

of a sound and practical judge. His tenure of the offices of Vice-

diancellor and Lord Justice of Appeal in Chancery was short ; as

Chancellor, his Judgments were carefully prepared and showed a

wide knowledge of law. He took an active part in the promotion

of law reform and, amongst other Acts which he was instrumental

in passing, was the 23 and 24 Victoria c. 145, known as Lord Cran-

worth's Act, but now superseded by the Conveyancing and Law of

Property Act, 1881 , the Settled Land Act, 1882, and tht Trustee Act,

1893.

Baron Rolfe was raised to the peerage as Lord Cranworth on his

appointment to the post of Vice-chancellor in 18S0.

His decisions in the Court of Exchequer are reported in 5—16

Mteson and Weltby, and 1—5 Exchequer Reporta ; as Commissioner of

the Great Seal, in 2 Macnagtilen and Gordon and 2 Hall and Twells :

as Vice-Chancellor in 17 Himons and 1, 2 Simons (N.S.) ; as Lord

Justice of Appeal and Lord Chancellor, in D^ (lex, MacnaghUn and

Oordon, De Gex and Jones, Be Oex, Jones and Smith and 1—3 Equity

Rtporls ; on House of Lords Appeals, in 3—1 1 House of Lords Cases

and 1—4 Macqueen ; on Privy Council appeals, in 7, 8, 13—15

Moore, Privy Council, 1—3 Ibid. (N.S.), and 5, 7 Moore's Indian

Appalls. See also the early volumes of the Law Reports.

ROHILLY, JOHN, LORD ROMILLY (1802—1874).

Master of the RoUs, 1861—1873.

John Romilly, son of Sir Samuel Bomilly, set out on his legal

career with the advantage of a distinguished name. He acquired

a considerable practice at the Chancery bar, was Solicitor-General in

1848 and Attorney-General in 1850, and becoming Master of the

Rolls in 1851, was the last holder of that office to sit in the House

of Commons after being raised to the bench. (This exceptional

privilege was taken away by the fifth section of the Judicature

Act, 1876.) In 1865 he was created a peer.

Lord Romilly was industrious and expeditious and possessed a

large share of common sense, but he was not a great lawyer. Beavan's

reports of Lord Romilly's decisions are elaborate and very numerous,

but he was frequently reversed, and the late Lord Selbome who

practised before him thought there would have been reasonable

probabiUty of successful appeals in eight out of ten cases decided by

him [Keminise^nas o{ Sir John Hollams, 169); sec also the preface

to 92 Revised Reports. He disliked technicality. " It is the duty

of the court to avoid reviving such technicalities [as to the vaUd

execution of a power] which, tliuugh interesting to the few who

make such subjects their study, are usually found to defeat justice
"

(per Lord Komilly, M.K., Smith v. Adkins (1872), 41 L. J. (CH.)

630).

In his capacity of custodian of the public records. Lord Romilly
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wan active in rronioting meam /or tlipir bptter custody and arran|;e-
ment, and students owe him a debt of gratitude for granting addi-
tional facilities for access to the records.
Lord Romilly's decisions in the Court of Cliancery arc reported

»n 14—36 Btavan, 1—3 Equity Reports, and tlio earlier volnnies of
the Imw ReporUi {Equity) ; those in the Judicial Committee of the
Privy Council in 14, IS Jfoore, Priey Council, and 1—6 Ibid. (A' ./!«.)•

R0S8LYN, EABL OF. See Weddeiburn.

RVAM. RIGHT HON. SIR EDWARD (1793—1876).
Judge of the Supreme Court of Bengal, 1826—1833 ; Chief

Justice of Bengal, 1833—1843; Privy Councillor and
Assessor on Indian appeals, 1843 ; sat as a member of the
Judicial Committee from 1849—1859.

In 1827 Ryan pubUshed with William Moody Reixirta of Cases
at Nisi Prius, 1833—1826, and with Sir W. 0. Russell, in 1825,
Crown Cases Reserved, from 1799—1834.

Sir Edward Ryan possessed great abihtv, a calm judgment, and
sound common sense. His knowledge of Indian law was of great
value in the Judicial Committee.
For his judgments, see 7 Moore, Indian Appeals.

ST. LEONARDS, LORD. Sec Sufdtn.

SCOTT, JOHN, EARL OF ELDON (1751—1838).

Chief Justice of the Common Pleas, 1799—1801 ; Lord Chan-
cellor, 1801—1806, and again, 1807—1827.

Lord £ldon's quaUfications as a Judge are thus summed up by
Charles Butler :

" In profouni", extensive and accurate knowledge
of the principles of his coui„, and the rules of practice by which
its proceedings are regulated-in complete recollection and just
appreciation of former decisions—in discerning the just inferences
to be drawn from them—in the power of instantaneously applying
this immense theoretical and practical knowledge to the business
immediately before the court—in perceiving almost with' intuitive
readiness on the first opening of a case its real state and the ultimate
conclusion of equity upon it, yet investigating it with the moat
conscientious, most minute, and most edifying industry—in all or
in any of these requisites for a due discharge of his high office,
Lord Eldon, if he has been equalled, has assuredly never been
surpassed by any of his predecessors " (Reminiscences, i., 144).
The conservative tendency of Eldon's mind is thus indicated by

a modem writer :
" The Courts of the judges, when acting as

legislators, are of course influenced by the behefs and feehngs of
their time, and are guided to a considerable extent by the dominant
current of public opinion ; Eldon and Kcnyon belonged to the era
of old toiyism as distinctly as Denman, Campbell, Erie, and



96
Appendix

SEWEU. BIGHT HOH. SIR THOMAS Idled 1784).

Master of the RoUs, 17M-1784.

He frequently »«t »ith
J-^^

Bathu™^, on the a^^m^m^^^^^^^^^

^hIXcUIoL are reported by 4™*(er and IMcke^.

SHADWELL, MOHT HOK. SIR lAHCELOT (1779-1860).

he adminiKteted, . . .
for -'«

"P*~",, ,rn G. & S., memoranda

CounoiUot on hiB elevation 'P"'^, °?"7'd,"i»i Committed under

ff^ll rrwS!,WvT« H* ud^-ul^ that eapacity

l^ fnl^SX~ W",^^^X'arin'

^

j4pjwoi». His decisions as Vlce-ChanceUor are m i—i-

DonneMi/, C. P. Cooper, and ffoB.

STUART. RIGHT H0». SIR JOHN (1788-1876).

Vice-ChanceUor, 1852-1871.

The Vice-ChanceUor had ^en -^ -}-'^^ ^^J^J ofint^K
of Simon- and Stmrl (?.v. p. e^' »"^'^ »« «cutene»s M

^^^.^^

and great exi^riencem the Court of
(^^^^^ l^ ^^^^^

him for the •f™';'/"^,^;^"^^ decide onlrst imp'Uion, and was

?;i'qX"?ive":^oTap'^*i:- Mention o. the »ord fraud m
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the late Vice-Chanoellor Stuart's court was apt to rouse in tho
breast of that more righteous than learned judge a passion for
natural Justice unrestrained by any nice regard for the principles
or authonties of the common taw " (114 Kevixd Beporit, pref.).
On retirement from the bench in 187 1 , Sir John Stuart was mode

tt ftivy CounciUor, but he seldom sat on the Judicial Committee.
His decisions as Vice-Chancellor are reported in Smak and Oiffard,

Uiffard, and the earlier volumes of the Law Reports IBouitu) also
in 1—3 Equity Seporh. ^ i au

SUGDEN, SIR EDWARD BURTENSHAW, LORD SI. LEONARDS
(1781—1876).

Lord Chancellor of Ireland from January to April, 1835, and
from 1841—1846

; Loid Chancellor of Great Britain from
February to December, 1852.

A very great Judge, who has been ranked with the greatest Chan-
cellors. His acute intellect and logical power, combined with his
knowledge of law, and especially of real property law, gave great
weight to his judgments, and the statements of law in his text
books have been fnquentiy cited. In Saunders v. Shafla, [lOOSJ
1 Cli. at p. 132, Vaughan WUliams, L.J., referring to the case ofiMdmHY. Roche, „ecided by Sugden in Ireland, says that, thougli
not binding as an Irish decision, it is binding in a very great degree
because it is stated to be law in Sugden on Powers.
Lord St. Leonards sat to hear appeals in the House of Lords for

sixteen years after resigning the Great Seal. His published works
include tieatUes on Tke Law of Vendors and Purchasers, and on
/ owers, a Handy Book on Property Law, aU of which passed through
many editions

; and he edited Gilbert's Law of Uses and TrustsAn account of Sugden's Law of Property as Administered by tlie
House of Lords (1849), wiU be found under House of Lords Reports
p. 12, supra. He promoted and helped to carry into law many
Acts relatmg to trusts and wills, to infants, and to procedure TheLaw of Property Amendment Act, 1869 (22 & 23 Vict. c. 35) is
uauaUy cited as Lord St. Leonards' Act. Sir Alexander Cockbum
O.J., thought that Lord St. Leonards had done more to teach the
law and improve the law than any man of his age {Our Juiidat
System, p. 6, note). Lord Selbome refers to him as " a very clever
man, profound m conveyancing and case law ; waspish, overbearing
""° "npatient of contradiction " {Memorials, Part I., vol. i 374)The decisions of Sir Edward Sugden as Lord Chancellor of Ireland
arc reported by Lloyd and Ooold, Drury and Warren, Connor arul
Lau'son Drvry temp. Sugden, Jones and Laluuche. His decisions
lis Ixii-d Chancellor of Great Britain (he was created Baron St
Leonards on his elevation to this post), are in 1 &2Z>eGea:,Jf(K;jKwAte?i
ami Gordon ; as ex-ChanceUor, sitting in the House of Lords inJ—11 House of Lords Cases, and 1, 2 Haciueen. It is said that ho
sat on the Judicial Committee (Foss, Biog. Jurid. ; Did. Nat Biog )but it is believed that no judgment of his as a member of that bodv
13 reported. ^

T.L.B.
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SUTTON. See Mtnnen-Stttton.

THBSIGBR, FREDERICK, LORD CHELMSrORD (17M—18T8).

Lord Chancellor, 1858—ISfiU, and 186<(—1868.

On hiti elevation to the Chancellorship, Lord Chelmnford had no

experience of Chancery work. Lord 8elbome said of him that he

performed his part in the Court of Chancery as well as most cohimonW Chancellors {Jiemoriala, Port I., vol. ii., p. 334). He wos

eloquent rather than a profound lawyer, but he possessed more
legal learning than the world gave him credit for. His judicial

qualities showed to better advantage in the House of Loids and
Privy Council, where he sat regularly after his retirements from
office, than in the Court of Chancery.

Lord Chelmsford's decisions in the Court of Chancery are reported

in 2—1 De Gex and Jones ; as ex-Chanceltor sitting in the House

of Lords in 6—U House of Lords Cases, and 3, 4, Macqueen ; as

a member of the Judicial Committee in 13—15 Moore, Privy

Council, 1—3, 5—7, 9, Moore, Privy Council {N.8.), 8—10, 12, 13.

Moore, Indian Appeals, See also the earlier volumes of the Law
Reports.

TdOHSON, THE RIGHT HON. WILUAM, D.D. (1819—1890).

Archbishop of York, 1862—1890.

The Archbishop sat as a member of the Judicial Committee, where

it is said that his voice was frequently raised for toleration (Diet.

Nat. Biog.). He took part in the two appeals in the Bennett Case

{Sheppard v. BenneU{\S10, 1871), 9 Moore P. C. (N. S.) 120, 149), and
deUver«d the Judgment of the Committee in Simp»an v. Flamank

(1867), 4 Moore V. C. (N. S.) 385, on questions arising under the

Church Discipline Act (3 & 4 Vict. c. 86).

THURLOW, EDWA: D. LORD THURLOW (1731—1806).

Ix>rd Chancellor, 1778—1783, and again, 1783—1792.

It is said that Lord Thurlow never made a systematic study of

jurisprudence, and though his natural talents were great and his

luiowledge of law was very considerable, he does not rank with

such masters of equity as Ix)rd Eldon, Lord Redesdale, or Sir

William Grant. The learning and research displayed in some of

liis judgments are attributed to Francis Hargrave, who privately

assisted him with advice (Foss, Judges, viii. 384). Cliarles Butler

tells us that Lord Tiiurlow's judgments were " strongly marked by

depth of legal knowledge and force of expression, and by the over-

^shelining power with which he propounded the result ; but they

were too often enveloped in olwcurity, and sometimes reason was

rather silenced than convinced " {E.miniscences, i. 142). Bridgman

says " that tlio Chancellor seldom gave any reasons for his Judgments"

illegal Bibliography^ 40 ; cf . White v. Bitchie, 2 Dow, at p. 383).
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Fox's laying will be rememhrml : that " no man ever wan bo wise
as Thurlow looked."

lord Thurlow's decisions are reported by Dieietu, Brown C. 0.,
Cox, and Vesey junior.

TRURO, LORD. See Wilde.

TDRNBR, THE RIGHT HON. SIR GEORGE JAMBS (1798—1887).
Vice-chancellor, 1851—1853

; Lord Justice of Appeal, 1853—

In 1832 Turner edited, with James RusseU, a volume of reports
contaming cases in the Court of Chancery from 1822—1824 (see
Turner atid Rutaell, p. 43, supra). As member for Coventry he
mtroduced and helped to pass the Act 13 4 14 Vict. c. 36, knownM Turners Act, for the simplification of Chancery procedure.
He was appointed Vice-Chancellor, March 28, 1861," the day on
which RoraUly was appointed Master of the Rolls. In the following
month they were both made Privy Councillors, and Turner wai
the last of the Vice-Chancellors to receive that honour on appoint-
ment to the judicial office (see Kindenley, HI. Hon. Sir Hicharil
Tonn, supra). In January, 1853, Turner became Lord Justice in
the place of Lord Cranworth and presided over the Court, with
Kmght-Bruce as a colleague, for thirteen years. Of Turner, Lord
Selbome says :

" There has not been upon the bench in mv time
a man of hner judicial qualities ' {JUemoriah, Part II. vol i

p. 44).

Turrier's judgments are reported : as Vice-Chancellor, in Hare ;as Lord Justice, m De Oex, Macnaghlen and Oordm, De Gex and
Jones, DeOex, Fisher and Jones, De Oex, Jones and Smith, Law
T S?'^, S*<"«»» Appeals. Equity Reports ; as a member of the
Judicial Committee, in 7, 9—15, Jfoore Prim Council, 1—6 itfoore
Prtvy Council {N.S.). 5-10 Jfoore, Indian AppeaU, Law Reports',
Prxvy Council.

'^

WEDDERBURN, ALEXANDER, LORD LOUGHBOROnOH, afterwards
EARL OF ROSSLYN (1733—1805).

Chief Justice of the Common Pleas, 1780—1793 : Lord Chan-
cellor, 1793—1801.

Lord Loughborough exceUed in the power of marshalling facts,
but not as a lawyer. No reports exist for the first eight years of
his tTiief Justiceship

; his later decisions while holding that office
are reported by Henry Blackstone. In Lord Campbell's opinion
from his quick perception of facts and capacity of being made to

understand mce legal questions with which he was little familiar
he was praised by Chancery practitionere as an equity judge rather
beyond his merits " (Chancellors (1847), vi. 236). Charlra Butler
wntes of him : The greatest detractors from his merit acknow-
ledged the perspicuity, the luminous order, and chaste elegance of
his arguments. ... His greatest failings were that he too clearly
showed his want of attention to much of what he heard from the



100 Appendix

bar »nd W« want of real tart* for legal learning " (Bemitiucencts, i.
.

HJi deoiiiom in the Court of Chancery are reported by Cox,

Vaty junior, Brown, and Dieteni,

WUTBURT, LOBD. Sea BetbeU.

WlaSAM, IHI HIOHT HOir. U8 JANH (1798-1886).

Vice-chancellor, 1841—1850.

In 1831 Wigram published ' An examination of the RuIm of

Law respecting the admiMion of extrinsic Kvidence in aid of the

interpreSion of Wills,' a work which pawed through four eeWlons.

He also published ' Points in the Law of Discovery (l^)- '"

October, 1841, he and Knight-Bruce were selected as the two first

Vice-ChanceUora under the Act 5 Victoria, c. 5, and were sworn

Privy Councillors in the following January, His Judgments were

remarkable for their clear exposition of the law, and, being given

to the world by so exceUent a reporter as Hare, have won a deserved

reputation. Some of his decisions are also reported by «»« l'**^';

The Vice-ChauceUor retired, owing to lU-health, in 1860. Me

does not appear to have deUvered any judgments in the Judicial

Committee.

Lord Chan-
WnDE, THOMAS, ICID IBHRO (1788—IBM).

Chief Justice of the Common Pleas, 184(1—18iS0

cellor, 1880—1862.

Lord Truro suffered from an impediment in his speech which

made him incapable of pronouncing certain words, and he overeama

the infirmity by constructing a table of synonyms wluch he taMM
himself to apply instanUy as occasion arosem place of the obstruoUW

words (HanlaJd, 14 March, 1866, cxli 127). His industry WM
prodigious ; according to Lord Campbell, his daily habit was to go

to Chambers at six in the morning and except for his attendance

in court and a few minutes for dinner, to remam theretiU between

two and three the next morning. His judgments as Chief Justice

bear a high character, and are reported in 3-10 Common Bench

Reports. He became ChanceUor with little or no knowledge of

the practice and procedure of the Court of Chancery but by intense

application and by writing his judgments, he gained the reputation

of a sound equity judge, and none of his reported decisions in that

court were overruled (Atlay, VicUman ChaMdhrs.,. 453). They

will be found in 3 MacnaghUn and Chrdon and 1 De Oez.Macnaghien

and Oordon. Upon his resignation of the Chancellorship m 185^

he continued to sit in the House of Lords on the hearing o'/PP«"»
his judgments in that House are in 3 and 4 House of lorde Caees ,

on Scotch Appeals in 1 Macqueen.
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WOOD, WILUAN PAGI. LORD HATHBRLEY (1801—1881).

Vice-Chancellor, 1853—lHfl8 ; Lord JiiHtice of Appt-al, XLireli

—December, 1868 ; Lortl Chnncellor 1868—1872.
Ltml Hatherley'd character qhu judge m thun aummed up by iiord

SeHxjnie, his successor in office :
" If 1 were asked what quaUties

of Lord Hatherley distinguished him most from other good and
able men whom I have known, I think I should mention hit simplicity,
straightforwardneKs and entire freedom from all f()rniH of pride.
He was a resolute and courageous man—strong in his convictionH
and never flinching from them, quick of apprehension and clear
in Judgment. But he was also patient and candid, gentle ami
courteous.

. . . As a Judge hiM merits and defects were aUketraceabl«
to these qualities in his character. His patience and courtesy IcmI

him to listen attentively to the arguments on Ixith sides without
incnnvenient interruptions. His candour and consideration for the
advocates and their cHcnts led him to deal, in his Judgments, with
the various points taken in argument, sometimes more fully than
was necessary for the lurposes of the immediate question. His
quickness of understanding and Hound and ready knowledge of
law, enabled him to dispose of most of the cases brought before him,
without delay ; and his unambitious temperament made him
perhaps too negligent about the form of his Judgments, which were
generally not committed to wTiting. They were from these oauaes
often discursive and wanting in conciseness, but they were almost
always sound and accurate, and the parties concerned seldom left
bin Court without feeling that everything which they had to say
had been properly considered. There were few appeals from his
decisions, ana most of those appealed from were confirmed

"

(W R. W. Stephens, Memoirs of Lord Hatherley, ii. 281).
According to Sir George Jessel, " V.-C. Wood often altered his

Judgments considerably in the reports and thus retracted on matore
consideration anything he had hastily said in Court " (Re Mowkm
(1874), 43 L. J. (CM.), at p. 354). The late Mr. G. W. Hemming, K.C.,
who had been reporter in V,-C. W<hm1's court, used to say that he was
not easy to report owing to the fact that in his judgments he
seldom finished a sentence, and the burden was thus laid on ike
reporter of constructing the Judgment from incomplete materials.
From this it may be gathered that the authorized reports o£ the
Vice-Chancellor's decisions are of more value than those which had
not the advantage of his revision.

" Conciseness was not among the many merits of Lord Hatherley,'*
was said by another old reporter (Lotii Blackburn, in Murray v.
Scott (1884), 9 A. C. at p. 550).
Lord Hatherley's decisions as Vice-Chancellor are in 10 and 1 1

Hare, Kay, Kay and Johnson, Johnson, Johnson and Hemming,
Hemming and Miller, the Law Reports, and in 1—3 Equity Reports

;

as Lord Justice of Appeal and Lord Chancellor in the Law Reports.

YORK, ARCHBISHOP OF. 8t-<- Thomson.

r.L.B.
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