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office of the writer waa as much 1,o suggest the undeveloped doc-
trine for which no precedent existed as it waa to recwneile and
elueidate. Nevertheleu tiiere v rare annotafors in those days
worthy of the namne. Oeeaaonaly. they combined sa-notating and
reperting, of which Serjeant WýHu Dnam ime to Sanders' re-
ports may be noted aa an example'. Hic iiote to Pontage v. Cole,
1 Wms. Sannd. 319, 18 Eng. RuL Cas. 601, on Mutal Covenants
in Contracts, is cited specially scores of timeb in the later books of
reports, and may be said to have established for the law a sys-
tematic conception and analysis of f~at difficuit subjecL Very
much of the work ini Coke's Rqpor-, i. emuntially annotption.
It does flot avow that character by a typographical arrangement
2-parate from the report of the ceue, as we do now. Jndeed. il
is run into the body of the opinion, and at it is distinguished
by the words, 'But note reader tFat,' etc., with which Coke iras
irout to introduce bis own observations. Neveriheicas it is aniio-
tation. and though Coke was Rometimes criticized for it, as in the
,words of Lord Hoit, who accused him of 'improving' the
reports (s;ee Cnggs v. Bernard, 2 Ld. Raym. 909, 5 Eng. Rul.
Cas. 247, at 252), yet time has vindicated the work of Coke,
and Ieft xueh critic.sms of bookish rather than practical interest.

One einirent work of annotation, known ireil to aIl the old
lawyers wra 1t'it in 1.Sinith'B Leading Cases (vol. 1, 8th ed., p.
199), the forerunner of the great sets of selected cases of this
day with iheir elaborate and exhaustive annotations.

'It i>s becanse of the great augmentation in the number of
reportée ases, duje largely to thc multiplication of separate juris-
dictions in the L'nitect States, th4t to-day 's problem for the
special labours of the annotator bas existed. When jurisdictions
were few. and preceers r.ot numerous. tb,r practitioner and the
juige were able and ha<l the tixue to thread the reason and
principle-9 of the law through the cases well enough without the
help of a muodern annotation. There were not multitudes of
subtly applied illustration& of general principle to minutely
variant facts. Instead of fifty there were a dozen juriedictions,
perhaps, tu divergi from uniformity of doctrine and furnieh con-


