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1 Bac. Max., reg.19.

213 & 14 Vict. C. 21,s. 1.

3 See Mackeld. Civ.L 6.

4 See Phipson V. Harvett, 1 Cr., M. & R. 473; Judgm., Reg. V. St. Edmund’s, Salisbury, 2 Q. B. 84 (42 E. C. L. R.).
5> Gr. & Rud. of Law 190 ; arg. Reg. v. Mayor of London, 13 Q. B. 1 (66 E. C. L.R.); 19 Vin. Abr. 525, " Statutes,"
(E. 6), pi. 132. See per Lord Kenyon, C. J., Williams v. Pritohard, 4 T. R. 2, 4; Ablert w. Pritchard, L. R. 1 C. P.
210 ; Rix V. Borton, 12 A. & E. 470 (40 E. C. L. R.) ; Dakins v. Seaman, 9 M. & W. 777.
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5Vin. Abr. " Statutes," (E. 6), 132, cited arg. Phipson & Harvett, 1 Cr., M.& R. 48]1.

" Dwarr. Stats., 2d ed., 533.

8 Michell V. Brown, 1 B. & E. 267, 274 (102 E. C. L. R.), where Lord Campbell, C..J., observes, " If a later statute
again describes an offence created by a former statute, and affixes a different punishment to it, varying the
procedure, &e., giving an appeal where there was no appeal before, we think that' the prosecutor must proceed for
the offence under the later statute. If the later statute expressly altered the quality of the offence, as by making it a
misdemeanor instead of a felony, or a felony instead of a misdemeanor, the offence could not be proceeded for
under the earlier statute, and the same consequence seems to follow from altering the procedure and the
punishment.”" See Evans v. Rees, 9 C. B.N. S. 391 (99 E. C. L. R)).

9 Middleton v. Crofts, 2 Atk. 674, cited Wynn v. Davis, 1 Curt. 79. Vin. Abr. " Statutes," (E. 6), pi. 132, cited arg.
Macdougall v. Paterson, 11 C. B. 767 (73 E. C. L. R.).

10 O'Flaherty v. M'Dowell, 6 H. L. Cas. 142, 157.

1t is a rule of law that one private Act of Parliament cannot repeal another, except by express enactment." Per
Turner, L. J., Trustees of Birkenhead Docks V. Birkenhead Dock Co., 33 L. J. Ch. 457 ;s.c,4 De G.,, M. & G. 732;
Purnell app., Wolverhampton New Waterworks Co., resp., 10 C. B.N. S. 597,591 (100 E. C. L. R.).

12 per Sir H. Jenner, 1 Curt. 80. See also the cases cited ; arg. Reg. v. MsCyoT of London, 13 Q. B. 1 (66 E. C. L.
R.) ; Bramston v. Mayor, &c., of Colchester, 6 E. & B. 246 (88 E. C. L. R.) ; Parry v. Croydon Commercial Gas
and Coke Co., 11 C. B. N. S. 579 (103 E. C. L. R.) ; Great Central Gas Co. v. Clarke, 11 C. B. N. S. 814, 835, 841
(103 E.C.L.R.);s.c,131d. 838 ; Daw v. Metropolitan Board of Works, 12 C. B. N. S. 161 (104 E.C. L. R.);
Michell V. Brown, 1 E. & E. 267 (102 E. C. L. R.).

13 Lyn V. Wyn, 0. Bridgm. Judgments 122, 127 ; cited per Sinith, J., Conservators of the Thames v. Hall, L. R. 3 C.
P. 421.
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14 Dr. Foster's Case, 11 Rep. 62, 63 ; Stuart v. Jones, 1 B. & B. 22 (72 E. C. L. R.) ; arg. Ashton v. Poynter, 1 Cr., M.
& R.739; R.v. Aslett, 1 B. & P., N. R. 7 ; Langton v. Hughes, 1 M. & S. 597 ; Com. Dig. " Parliament,"(R. 9).

151 Com. by Broom & Hadley 93. See also the arguments in Reg. v. St. Edmund's, Salisbury, 2 Q. B. 72 (42 E. C.
L. R) ; Reg. v. Justices of Suffolkr Id. 85. And see Reg. v. Deane, 2 Q. B. 96 (42 E C. L. R.).

16 Judgm., Richards v. Dyke, 3 Q. B. 268 (43 E. C. L. R.) ; Michell v. Brown, 1 E. & E. 267 (102E. C.L.R.);
Dwarr. Stats., 2d ed., 530, 532. See Thibault V. Gibson, 12 M. & W. 88.

17 Henderson v. Sherborne, 2 M. & W. 239 ; cited and approved in Robinson V. Emerson, 4 Il. & C. 355, per Lord
Abinger, C. B., A. G. v. Lookwood, 9M. & W. 391 ; R. u. Davis, Leach C. C. 271. See also Wrightup v. Greenaere,
10 Q. B. 1 (59 E. C. L. R.), recognising Pilkington v. Cooke, 16 M. & W. 615.

18 Per Lord Tenterden, C. J., Surtees v. Ellison, 9 B. & C. 752 (17 E. C. L. R.) ; Dean v. Mellard, 15 C. B. N. S. 19,
25 (109 E. C. L. R.); per Lord Campbell, C- J., Reg. v. Inhabs. of Denton, 18 Q. B. 770 (83 E. C. L. R.) ;Taylor v.
Vansittart, 4 E. & B. 910 (82 E. C. L. R.) ; per Parke B., Simpson V. Ready, 11 M. & W. 346.
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19 Reg «. Thompson, 16 Q. B. 832 (71 E. C. L. R.).

20 Reg. V. Inhabs. of Denton, 18 Q. B. 761 (83 E. C. L. K.). See Fostei; u. Pritchard, 2 H. & N. 151.
21 per Parke, B., Stevenson v. Oliver, 8 M. & W. 241.

22 Hellawell v. Eastwood, 6 Exch. 295.
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B R, V. Justices of Middlesex, 2 B. & Ad. 818 (22 E. C. L. R.) ; Paget v. Foley,2 Bing. N. C. 691 (29 E. C. L. R.).
2 A, G. V. Chelsea Waterworks Co., Fitzgib. 195, citecj 2 B. & Ad. 826 (22 E. C. L. R.).



