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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
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