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try was conccrned, supplied a want. Mr. ia no objection ta it. On the contrary, t4,
Mayne undertook to do for England thst wb.ole subjeet of I)ameges ie ane so esaentis
which Professor Sedgwicke hiait donc for the for consideration ut Niai Prius, that a wark ,a
United States. And it is ne disparagenient the subject la a necessary vade mecum te &
of Professor Sedgwiclce's labours ta say thîut Ni@! Priue counisci.
Mr. Mayne proved hiinisof no niean rivzal. There wam a portion of the merle more opel
From the moment that Mayne's treatise to objection, and of littie use to a Niai Prius
appeared, it &ecured for itself a place in every practitioner, viz., that which collected tomn.
good Iaw library, and a companionshilp withi peisation cases. This laisa of cases i5 s44
Rascoe's Niai Prius on almost every circuit. gerierie. 0f liitu it hag grown to such diniez.
This was because the arrangement of the sens as tu demand trentisea relating aIminot
work was good, and the vicwqs of the author exclusively to railway and other compactes
in gencral reliable. Hi& soecctieu aud exami. having compensation clauses iu their actso{
nation cf Engliuli and Ainerican cases was ait incorporation. In this connectien M V noe
that could be desired in a work of the kind. immediately refer te the law of railway coin.
Had he explored the Canadian field of forensie panice by Messrs. Godefrai and Short. The
jurisprudence as weil as the Ainerican, ho editor of the edition of the work now befoe
would have enhanced thc value of his merle. us has, wc think prudently, omitted this citas
Biit os it was, frnrn ic ngru"ns ande wiluly of cases,~ lie lias, hnwver, in all other red.
scattered inaterials ho suocceded in elaborat- peretii, retnitied the original work iii its originel
ing a concise and rendable treatise ou a very fornm. Iliî additions, which arc lmulky, ani
interesting branch of litw. placedl within brackets, se as ta distinguish

One of i15 great diffieultiesî mas ta distin. his mwork frrm tlînt of Mr. Mayne. Notivith.
guislî betwcsn the riglit te rtcover niid the standinlg hîs efforts to comprtss, the second
amint ta be recovered. Peotile of little Pedition of the work cantains one hutndred
reflection iiay be inclined te smile nt tîie pages more than the firAt edition.
mention of such a diffleulty; buit, as pninted A new edition of Mayne on Damages lias
eut by the author in lus prefac(; to the tinat beun long needed. Often have we wondered
cidîtion, the right ta sue aftern dct ilion thiat a secoind elition was not soutier issued
the existence of the very circuuuuistuunces m-uich Of Jute yrars the decisioîîs on the question of
detLunine the nighit to dattinges. For instanîce, damngcu have been nunerous and' iinterstiug.
wluere the wrong coniplaied of affeucts the l'le accumulation Lf deci.3ions îluiîîg tlîo six.
public generally, the partictultir Jose sustained teen years thnt lvive elapsed between the firit
by thi; plaititiff is tIie fuuct whîch at once gives and second editions have been ao great as to
him a righit of action, aud guages the compen. increa.ese tlîe size of the work anc. fifth belond
ation lie is Ie obWsn. So in actions queinet its originuldieins
executors, tii. possibility of obtuining Any Mr. Lumnley Smuith, the editor of the second
real satisfaction may depend entirely upon edition, lias been very rnadest in attenîpting
the fonm in wbich they are sued, whether i. ta procluaim what he has dons. Ho dc es not
their representative or personal capacity. In even give us the nunaber cf additional cases
many cases of torts, no measure of d..inages 1included in the work, but these cannot fin
eau be, stated at ail, and the only %çay cf short ci a thausand. The original work cesi.
spk *axiuiating tea ucli a measuro is by ascer- tained reforences ta about twe thcusand cases,
taining what evidence could b. adduced in This edition lias ne less tlîan tlîrec thoudand
support of the particular issues. cases. The reading of theae cases sc as to

The author did much to overcome tic diffi. understaîîd then, and the. placing of thein
culty wc have mentioned. His inability ta d,) when undenstoed ln the apprapriate parts o?
80 altogether, made some partions af hii& wenk thc work, was a task cf great labour and
resenible a treatine an th, Law of Niai Priva, hcavy responxibility. Tie editor has aiso,we
rather titan onc exclusivcly appropriated te shauld mention, made a gelection of Anic.ion
Damnages. For this h. apologizes in hie pre- cases since 1SItO. In a future edition wu hop$
face ta the firet edition. But ne apology vras tiere will bc some reforences ta the decisiet
nccasary. Thc fact that hie work in smrn iu this part cf the British Empire. 0f lait
parts resembles a treatiseoan NUli Prius Law we liave bad occasion ta point eut thc Qmit
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