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of the inijunetion granted. Secondly, items numbers 32, 3-'
34, 35, 36, 37, :38, 39, and 42 relate to nuinbers placed oppMsi
the naines of solicitors by way of reference to, the Toront
agents. This, the defendaut contends, is not within, the seop
of the injuniction; aud 1 thinlc le is righit.

A large niimber of other objections relate to mistakes iu thi
iniitiais of solicitors, the. omission of the titie inC. l a nui

ber of cases, and the, f act tliat solicitors in partnership ar

reported as praetising separately. The great majority of tiiem
alleged errors appear to exist in the original material derive,
f roin thie sources I have indieated. This applies to itemis No. Ir

6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 13, 15, 17, 18, 22, 23, 25, 27, 29, 3(
31, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, and 49.

In tiie preparation of the list, Mr. Wharton lias had accese

afforded liinii to otiier lists whieh are probably the coinmo:
source fri which both lista have in somü mneasure been, derived
liece tii. existence o! tiie coimn errorq.

lu reference to soine individual naines, furtiier explanati>
haa beenr given. In the case of objections Nos. 12 aud 14, stufi
edent original inforination was acquired to make the list aeowi
ate; bot tiie accurate information was changed to its erroueot
fori by the. defendant, owing to hls belief that; correctiou we
needed.

Numnber 1.9, tiie naine o! the Junior Judge o! the Cout
Court of Elgin, is given as "C. 0. Ermnatinger," instead of "<
O). Z. E-rmaLtiniger." Tii. usie of Viie learned County Coui
Judge is given in tiie saine wsy in the Canada Law Jouirn
Almanse, wliich is used by MNr. Whiarton by the permission
ils authors; and 1 may say that in years gone by 1 have peý

aonally addressed msany letters te the. learned Judge, and unt
now did not know of has third initial.

More difficuIt te deal with is the case o! tii. naine of -W.

McMuIIen, Local Master, Woodstock' -No. 20. This in tl
interdietvd liat ia spelled " Muln"and lu tii. 191'2 Ji

appears lu the. saine incorrect forai. Tii. explanation givE

lumps.). Tii. material ssid to have been given te the. printer wl

the. offieial liat publislied by the. Inspecter e! Legal Offices. Thi
liist was, ne doiult, lu -.%I. -Wharton's posesin. Tii. naine
tiiere correctIy speiled; and it is said that the. errer 'was that

the printer. After giving the. 'natter the. best consideration
cani, Io not think I coùld find against Mr. Whartou's swmi
state-ment, by reason ,nerely o! this one eineidence. I have tl

les hugltatlen in adopting this view because mnifestly mu(j

labour waa gene to, lu order te obtain independent lists. TI


