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Those w ho require it, hou ever, we also think,
can easily furnish themselves w'ith the mnost
convineing proof, by taking at randoni any
single page, for instance, of Mr. .Addison, and
testing with the hclp of the Reports the value
of bis citations. But w e are miinded even to
spare fixeux even tliat labour. lc bhave at
hand two w orks (of tixe second rank, perhaps,
but yet of the iigest grade in that ranis), bofh
publisbed w vithin the last year, 0ne of thema
indeed late in the sumxxer of this year. 0f
both we have bad occasion to express-whaf
we feit and feel the greiftest admiration.
Tbcy are, and in ail probability must remain,
not lu narie merely, but inx tact, the standard
works upon their respective subjets,-" The
Law aad Practice of Injunictions in Equity;
and "Thbe Law of Mortgages and Securities
upon Propcrty." If thon it bo miade ecar f0
their readers that niot even Mr. W'illiamson
Kerr, nor yet Mr. Williamr Richard Fisher,
may be implicitly rolicd on, and that, on the
contrary' it is abttolutely necessary to probe
and examine into the accuracy of eîtbcr, before
adopting bisý opinion, or acting according f0 his
advice, in order f0 be quite safe, they will be
fhelic s fb to ackuowlkdge that wP hiave ebosen
ftvo very striking illustrations of tle perils
which environ thoem.

Lct ois cormmence w ith Mr. Kerr, the earli-
est in order of publication ; and first let us
open his pages on I"Tities to ib, undler
the Prescription Act.

Tfie reader- of fhe treatisecis nef informed of
the stafutary abrogation of ail custoins f0 the
contrary ; and lhe is iuformned tîxat, "aftcr an
obstruction bas lasted for a year," w'ithout
proceedings being, fakený "lthe custom of Lon-
don or other local custom will prevaii' (p. ô57);
a most erroneous xnetbod of stating wbat must
have been Mr. Kerr's meanin-viz., that the
obstruction in the case supposed w ili have flie
effeet given t0 it by thaf statute.

Witlx respect to, "lpatents," we find if said
that (p. 49-3) "unti! entry of registraotion the
original paf ertee la f0 ho decnxed and taken to
ho tbe sole and exclusive proprietor of the
patent ; " and (Jbid) Il the registrotion of a
pùaten t will complote an inchoafe fitie ;" aud
for these xnanifestly erroneous propositions, fthe
15 & 16 Viet., c. 83, s. 9ý5, la cifed. Turning
f0o that section, bowvever, w-e find thaf the

Sregistration " there spokeni of is thaf of
"osîgnxxmtsof patents ;" whicb is quife an-

other thing. Witb even grearer inaccuracy if
is denied, on the supposed autbority of tlie
cited cases, that (p. 408) "the plaintitf bas any
rigbit f0, tbe discovery of particulars on wbieb
the plaintiffs. relies, as sbew ing a user of fhe
thing patented prior f0 the date of the patent;"
the true point decided being fliaf ho has no
rigbit to sncb discovery as f0 the like particu-
lars wbon relied ou by the dxfcudanf.

A stîli strouger contrariefy befween. the
learocd antbor's note of the point of decision,
aixd fixe decision itself, coccurs af p. 643, w bere
Lord Romilly, M. R., is nade t0 bold th at 41 an

injunction resfraining a defeiudant, bis servants,
and agents, dops extend f0 bis tenants ;" bis
lordshîp having expressly holden fie very con-
frary-viz., t bat it does net extend f0 fthc
fenants, and will not be enlargedl so as f0 ex-
tend1 f0 them.

The autlxurity uf 1 Rxilm., C. 616, is cifed
for the startiug position tixaf (p. 632) Il the
question, whetber fbere bas been a rnisrepre-
senfation or concealment of materiai faets uipou
the application for an ex lxoxrte inj unction, con-
not bc takçen into consideration, on pcfon
anï ox-dex made by fixe court in wbici fixe iuïj unc-
tion w as granted, or by w hicb it w as continu-
ed." The marginal note-as uxaxal, a very in-
accurate one-does certainly favour that erro-
neous readixxg of the jxxdgmient. But the
report sbeovs the truc readiuig f0 bc siïiiply
this :-Txa, f0 entitle ftxe parfy objecting f0

au order to dissolve on that ground, ho inxxxst
lose no time aff ex discovering tbe fnef lu oy-
ing rixe court below, and if be negleets f0 do
s0 (c.q. as in the principal case, dnriîxg the
wbole of the long vacation), ncither thar court,
rxor, on appeal, the court above, wili enterfairx
bis application.

A studenit-if be ho led f0 believe (wvbex be
is fold at P. 49S) that 'l'il 4S nof ccsy ix
order f0 render sncb evidence (i.e., parol cvi-
dence of particular meaning of pxlraseology)
admissable, that tbere sbould be any amxbigu-
ity on thxe face qf thxe ii2s'tït xuxco, whicx Ixas,
f0 ho construedl,"-w 111 certainly be very inucîx
misled. And if, notu itlxsfanding, ho s.bould
bold f0 the fs.miliar distinction of ontigvitas
_patens and cîNibguitas latens, if wvill pxobably
be fixaf, fo borroîx the words of an cpilogue of
Lord Colke, he bas Ilat somte otber tim c, aîxd
in sonxe other plaxce," found tixe requisite lu-
structiorn. iYc do nof for a mnomerxt supxpose
-and fax less w isb others fo suppose-tîxat
Mr. Kerr really intended to l'ay dot-ex tbe pro-
position in question. Ail tîxat wo e ean f0 siîy
of this instance of inaccora 'v, and of those
w bicb bave gone beibre, as also others whiicli
we had seleted, but f0, wlxicb we must for
brcvify's sake be contcnded to refor lu al foot-
note,*-fhaf there is a great Ivaxt of pxrccisxon
ln thec laiguage oftfli abstract, and that, lxie,
and rbere, if la f00 evident fbat the f oi of
compilation has given place f0 the casier labour
of transcription.

If is always fow'ard the cnd, or et least flic
xiddlc, of a great work like- Mr. Kerr's other-
wise valîxable freatise, thaf these blemeshes
first appear or becomo fi equexxt. WcV cannot
belp tbinking that the real secret is there. It
is lu fixe literai meaning of tbe haclcneyed
phrase to "flich hurry of composition " tixat
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