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af and customary way, as it had a clear and publishing house for the publication of
chlawful right ta do. The defendant had volumes .4. to 54, of the reports of its

ry the unqualified .. i... to use its prpet in Coe urt of Errors, a nd provided
ed any way and rnanner it was pleased ta do, that a copyright of each volume should be

uto the point of doing an interntional, taken out in the naine of the secretary of
is injury ta the property of another. There the State, for the beriefit of the State, thé

Ist was no obstacle to prevent the horsas officiai reporter will flot be compelled, by
Lie escaping from the tracks ta a place of order of the court, ta deliver ta any appli.
be safety an-? moment, and at any tim.e after cant who offers ta pay the legal fees co ies
tr. they were discovered by the engineer up of the judicial decisions of the court, wý'ien

seto the instant they were struck and killed the same are desireci for publication before
n.- an the bridge. The usual and ordinary the publication thereof in the officiai re-
t ineans ado pted to drive cattle from the ports, or the advance sheets thereof. The
e tracks is the noise of the train and the court said: Il For the information of the

esounding of the whistle or bell, and such public the State of Connecticut publishes
d signais are generally sufficient for that reports of cases argued and determined ini
e purpose ivithout checking the speed of the the Supreme Court of Errars. The vol-

train. Beinis v. Con. R. Co-., 42 Vt. 381 ;urne is prepared for publication bit the
S. C., i Ain. Rep. 339. WeV are not aware officiai reportt.r, and cantains the opfinions
of any rule of lav t hat requires a railroad written by the~ judges, together ivit hn-&d-
company ta do more with a viewv of avoid. lnotes ta aIl cases, foat-notes to saine of

* ing injury ta cattle trespassing upon its thein, statements of facts, a table of cases,
t tracks. It is impossible ta conjecture and an index ta suhjects, the work of the

wh the engineer should have purposely reporter. The judges and the reporter
and maliciouisly clouc this inury ta the are paid by the State, and the product af
plaintitï's praperty. The evide'nce was jtheir mental labour is the praperty of the
flot sufficient ta sustain the conclusion State, and the State, as it might lawfully p
reached by the jury that the engineer ido, has taken ta itself the copyright. The
acted wantonly and maliciously, and the statute requires the camptroller ta super- 'question should flot have been submnitted jvise the publication of the volumes, taking
ta their consideration. The most that can a copyright for the benefit of the State.
be said iii criticising his action is that bis Under this, that ifficer for a valuable con-
conduct was heedless and morally wrang sideration granted ta Banks & Bras., who
Nicholson v. Erie R. Co., 41 N. Y. 525. iagree ta print and seil the reports at a
The precise question has been passed fi.xed prictepoetona oyihuipon in the courts of other States, and ffor a 11mited period. During three or four
the saine conclusions were reached on a years the State, with knowledge, has ac-
state of facts similar ta those before us. quiesced in the ternis of this contract, and

Manard v. Boston and Maine R. Co., il accepted the resui4ing benefits. If there-
Mass 45; S C, î~Arn Rc. xg; ar- fore we should now direct the reporter t

lingv. Boston and Albatny R. C(;., 12X Mass. furnish copies of opinions ta the peti- D
11 *S The jury should have been instructed tioners, that the), may sell theili ta the
to render a verdict for the defendant. jpublie in advance for their awn profit, we
'l'cCrinless v. C', and N.- W. . CO-, 45 Wis. suid in cffect advise the State ta a
365; Price v. New Yersity, R. dr. T. R. Ct'., i breach of cntract. It is for the State ta
.p N. J. Lj o3; Jndianapol;s P. é, C. R. isait when and in what mariner it will pub-.
Co. V. Can die, 6la md. ii2."' chc. &f lish these- volumes%, and the talcing of the
Aion R. r'o. v. Kellam, 92 111. 245; S. C., copyright in no sense offcnds the rule that
34 Am. Rcp. 128, Seemsl ta the contrary. 1ju icial proceedings shall be public. The
Sec also Ci»cinqnati, etc., R. Co. v. Smith, courts and theïr records are open ta ail.

22 hi St 27; . .,xa rn Rc. 9,The reasons given by the Supreme CourtM
and note 732 of Errors for its deteimitiation iii a given

note, 32. jcause constitute no part of the record
therein. The judgrnent stands independ-

IN Matte of Goudc. Co., Waesl. Pub. ently of these. Moreover, these are ac-
Co., andi Lawyers' Co-Op. P.qtb. Co., the 1cesislble to ait who desire to use theni in
Supreme Court of Connecticut have held t he enforcemant of their rights."-Albatny
that the State having a contract with a Lasv t'ourmal.


