
THEc REPORTERS AND TEXT WITERS.

H-ALn'S PLEAS 0Er TUEr CaowN..-Very soon after
the llrst edition of bis Reports was published in
1763, Mr. Justice Foster retracted what lie liad
said in that edition respecting Lord Hale's imac-
curacy. See P. xxxii. ýof the srd ed. See also
per Monahan, .Attorney-General, arquendo in
Regina v, Mi[tchell, 3 Cox C. C. 117.

IlEvery one who relies upon Lord Hale should
remember, lst. That lie corrected his MSS. only
to the twenty-sevcntli chapter; 2ndly. That Lord
Hale, 'nlot baving always had leisure to cousuit
the books themselves, bcd frequently copied fromn
the misprinted quotations in the margin of Lord
Colre's third volume of bis Institutes;' which. also
clearly shows that lie hadl relied on Lord Coke's
statements them selves. See the preface to I{ale's
Pleas of the Crown, pp- xi., xii." 2 Russell on
Crimes, 182 note, 4tb ed.

It niay lie observed that writers subsequent to
Lord Hale have stated abeolUtely Inany thiDgS
which hie delivered under -various degrees of
assent and modification of doubt. They have
omitted such expressions as "lbut this is but hear-
say," "lit migbt lie a question," "SIt seemetbi,"
.1sd tamen quoerm," Il quoere de lzec," etc. It bas

been. well said that these are "by no mneaus
arbitrary word'i, without mucli meaniog; but are
insertedl with the utmost deliberation and judg-
ment." A recent author adds; - These ancient
writers advanced tirnidly over sncb slippery
ways as those of tlie common Iaw; but by sup-
pressing their misgiviogs and rushing' iu wbere
they trofi witlî alarn, an easy passage lias been
opened by their successors over the legs1 Alps."
Amos's Ruins of Time, p. 2.

HIAMMOND ONX PARTIES TO ACTIONS-" AnT cx-
tremely able worký."-Martin, B,, iu Fairlie v.
-Fenton, L. IL. 5 Rxclb. IM1

IIAuMoNnsa TRRÂTISE ON TME LÂw OF Nisi PaRus.
-An admirable work on the subject of torts.",
-Martin, B., in Collins v. Caove, 4 H. & N. 234.

I{AwriN's PirAs 0F TuE: (3ïrov.-"l A work of
bigli autbority, and a writer that neyer was sup-
poscd to have taleen too farourable aview to those
prosecuted."-Perrin, J., in Regina v. O' Conneil,
1 Cox C. C. 378.

"Hale and Hawkins are justly regarded, not
as respectable conmpiiers, but as standard cuthori.
ties."-Gaston, J., in Thre State v. Johnson, 1
Iredell, B63.

JAkRMAN ON Wis.-An Ileminent writer."-
Erle, C. J., io lioddy v. -Fitzgerald, 6 Ilouse of
Lords Cases, 823. A "valuable work."-Bovill,
C. J., dlelivering tbe cocsid ered judgment in Brad-

lyv. Cartwerighlt, L. R. 2 C. P. 521.

,JOIsoN'S RroP.-WilliaMS, C. J., Says:.
"The decisions wbich are fonnd lin Jobnson's Re-

ports bave always corne to us witli a weight of
authority to wbich the learnig, talents, and ex-
alted legal cbaracter of the learued justices who
composed the court so justly entitled them."-
Ives v. Halet, 12 Vermot, 335.

Ksnnr's REPORTS.-" It must be admitted that
Iteble is of no higli repute as an accorate reporter;
and tbe court would bie slow to act on a case in
that book, if it wcre unsupported by others...
Witb respect to the anthority of Keble, we can-
not refrain from referring to the bigbly valuable
and interesting work of Mr. J. W. Wallace, The
Reporters, 207, 208, 3ra ed., fromn whicb it ap-
pears that more is to lie said of this reporter as a
'tolerable historian of the lcw,' tban froin the
remarks mode upon him from time to time miglit
bave beecu supposed. "-Williams, J., deliveriug'
the j udgîuentin Farrell v. Hilditei, 5 C. B. N. S.
833, 855.

Lord Mansfieldi justly observed on one occa-
sion: IlIt is objected that the books (Keble's aed
Freemau's Reports) are of no authority; but if
botli the reporters were the worst that ever re-
ported, if substantially they reported a case in
the samne wcy, it is demonstration of the trutb of
wbat tbey report, or they conld not cgree."-
Rce v. avenge, 1 Cowp. 16.

Kzr.vNG's Reor."A book of ligb authori-
ty."-2 Russell on Crimes, 244, 4tb ed.

IlThat is a book wbich can neyer lie referred
to withont reprobating the course which. appears
there to bave been taken, of ,judges and Crown
counsel meeting together te settie, revise, and
rule beforebcod the points of the trial; and we,
must not forget that the book was edited by
Lord Iloit, and the preface writteul by hm"
Fitzgerald, J., in 3fulcaAy v. nie Qceen, Irish
Rep. 1 Corn. Law, 64.

LÂW' TiMIS Ri'omrTS-" It le but rigbt to say
that, ceonsidering the celerity wîtb %,which these
Reports are publîcbed, tliey are very creditable

proucîons"-Pefac-to the fourth edition of
Russell oit Crimes.

LEviNz' REPOnrTS.-Lord Teeterden: ".«Leviez
is a better authority than Keble.' Rer v, R7us-
seli, 1 Moody C. C. 363. Lord Mausfield, 5 Burr.
247ai, aud Lord Kenyon. 3 T. R. 17, expressed
the samne opiniou, Ilwbich iudeed," writcs Mr.
Wallace, 'lis not to say a great decl." The Re-
porters, 206, 8d cd.

MÂcHI 'CHLAN ON TME LAw OsF MERCdANT SarP-
ruNG,-" An excelleut, chle, and well-written
work."-Cockliurn, C. J., in Uastrique v. Iml-ie,
Excli. Cli. 3Oth November, 1860. IlAn acquis!.
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