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has made the proper entries.at: Stationers’. Hall Lapprehend, that any person.

reprinting this book ‘will be lisble to the penalties-by that act.impaseds: -

T apprehend  too,: that, in a.suit instituted upon:this act, it cannot be/compe-.

tent to the defendant to revive the question agitated ini the Court of Chancery,
between Mrs. Stanhope and Lord Chesterﬁeld’saexeeutows 3 but that a person
reprmtmg, without any precence of -authority. derived from any of these partxes,
is ¢learly a person reprinting without the consent of theﬁm/metor. b
Lincoln’s Inn, - : =
12th Jan. 1775. . (Slgned) J DUNNING

1776.  December 21.
GEORGE Tavror and ANDREW SKINNER, Pursuers, agasist DONALBan\YNE
: and Romm'r and RICHARD WkLSON., R .

TAYLOR and Skmner pubhshed a survey of all the roads in Scotlamd, ina
series of iengrayed maps.. They.also published an abstract.of -this:suzvey.in a
small pocket volume, under: thetitle: of < The Travellers. Pocket. Book;,or an
< abstract of the survey of thespads in:Scothand.”> - . -+ 1. .. iy

In the Town and- Country,Almanack for the’ yqa,r}l'r’??,"pubhshed by Robert
and Richard Wilsons, several entire pages of - this 1 abstract were copied:. =

-Taylor and Skinner. applied by.a bill of suspensien for.an. interdict agamst
the salé of this: Almanack; which: was, refused by: Lord.Kepnet,. . .+ ..

Pleaded “for them-in a recliming petitiopr. -The> ‘survey of the. roads in
Scotland; and the abstract of that survey, weré the-result of great:labour and
expense-on the’ part of the pursuers.  There is not.a single line in the
Traveller’s Pocket Book that was not acquired by.the labour of travelling many
miles, and measuring every, footstep-of the road. as they travelled. . This pain-
ful and expensive - survey has been ‘of very considernble public utility. ‘The
pursuers are certainly entitled to reap the benefit. armng from: the pubhcanon 5
and the publishers of this Almanack, . who have not, lgm& out a shilling of ex-:
pense - upon the subject, cannot be permitted to ruin the sale of the pursuers’
work, and to increase the sal¢ of their own by inserting a materxal part ¢ of that
pubhcauon If these almanack-makers. shall think: proper to measpre the
roads themselves, and to pubhsh the, observanons they have made, the pursuers

will not then- interfere with them ; but though they may do this, they are not.

entitled to-avail themselves of the observations given to the public by others,
and which have tost so-much trouble and expense to. make :

1t is no sort.of defense, that the Wilsons have not: pzmtgd the pursuers Wprk
entire. - The statute of the8th of Queen Anne imposes a special forfe;;gre
-upon every single sheet. of .the work printed, _published, or exposed. to. fale,
contrary to its enactments. Thls is altogether. mcompanble with the xdea, that

ik
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it is lawful not only to print, but even to “publish any particalar part of the
work, provided only that the work itself'is-not printed eutire; If this statute
applies with peculiar energy to any case, it applies so to this. The labouriin
collecting materials for the publication is beyond any idea that can be formed
from the size of ithe work. A very considerable part of the property, too,
has been stolen ; forthe whole consists of 86 pages, of which'two aré preface,
and of the rest no less than 14 have béen inserted into thé Almanack. The
pursuers, on these grounds, intend bringing a regular' action for the penalties
of the statute of Queen Anne, but in the mean time there can be no doubt that
they are entitled to have an interdict against the defenders from publishing that
part of their Almanack which has been taken from ¢ The Traveller s Pocket
¢ Book.”

- Pleaded, for the defenders: They donot dispute the merit of the survey,

© and are far from wishing to deprive the pursiters of the reward for their la-

bours. But the mere list of the stages annexed to the survey cannot be

~ reckoned such a part of the work, as that the publication of ‘them should be

any encroachirent ‘upon their exclusive property. This would be the most

. groundless‘and chimerical of all ‘the elaims of literary preperty, that have

~ hitherto appeared. The pursuers’ wérk contains not only the list of the stages

réferred to, with an alphabetical list of the cities, towns, and villages of Scotland,
and their distances from Edinburgh, but likewise an account of the time of the
arrival and ‘departure of all the stage-coaches which come to and go from
Edinburgh ; also ati-alphabetical -table of all the post towns of Scotland, with
an account of the time of the arrival and departure of all the posts from Edin-
burgh, and the rates of postages of letters to all parts of the world to which
letters are conveyed by post:- It wouldbe extraordmary if of these there could
be any sole and exclusive privilege.

At any rate, a Tist of the roads has always been one of the most common
articles i i every periodical publication of this sort. The defenders, therefore,
cannot be blamed for publishing in their Almanack what has been usually pub-
lished in all such productions. The pursuers havmg made a survey of the
roads, can be noreason for debarring others from mentioning the fact that such
and such are the stages from one town to another. The statute of Queen
Anne, besides, is entitled, an act for the encouragement of learning ; and surely

_ the publishing a list of roads cannot be deemed ‘an infringement of such a

statute.

If a historian, who by entering his work at Stationers’ Hall, had obtained the
privilege of the statute, should subjoin to his history a list of Kings, the number
of years of the life of each, and the duration of his reign,—another person
publishing tables of chronology might give the very same list without incurring
any breach of the statute. In the same manner, the publication of tables of in- -
terest would not have the effect of preventing others from making afterward
similar calculations, nor would the sale of an Almanack be prohibited, though
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“the publisher should insert in it the caleulation of- the interest of any certairi

_ AprENDIX, ParT L]

sum for all the months, weeks, and days of the year; because his calculation

coincided efchtly wnthtzhat ‘of the same sum in the oﬁher books of caicula-
tions. -

- 'Fhe ‘argument of t;he pm'suens would put an: emb to every perwdlcal pub-
lication of ‘this .sort.. - There is hardly a page of an.Akmanack, but: contains
something taken: from Targer warks ypon ‘the same subjects.. - A newspaper is
in the same situation, Magaziries, Reviews, and other such productions; whose
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very essence consistéin making transcripts from privileged books, ‘would lxke- _

wise, upon the argument of the pursuers; be at once suppressed. - -

" It was likewise objected -by. the’ defenders, : that fio-evidence was: pmduced
of the abstract having beén entered m Statidners® Hall. - Ow this: point: the
purswers held; that it behoved the: defenders to instruet shemselves ofithis-fact.
A certificate, however, was' produced' from the Librarian: of the:Advocates’
Library, that he had received.a gopy:of -the work: fw :the Library ﬂ‘bmf Stm-
uom Hall as haying been- eritered ithere, -~ < .+ +

: “The: Court wete of epinion:ihat: there was shere an: mdem pumeyz upm tké
wovk of the ‘pursuers ;. andisgme o the Judgds obiservdd; that were it noet to be
found so, such practices-woald: puc anr end to+ the property of authors alwgaher.

The defenders had hare takes: the mbstanee of the bobk, in an’- evdsme? Way,
whtcl\ ‘wab hard and cruel, 3 dlin o el i

[REREN ‘»;f M« :

. An interlocutor was aaem-ﬂngli 'prencunced, =gmu‘hg 'the mterdm akm'nst‘

the pubhshersuf the M;mﬁmb, thepatahy of £80i8térling.
; RS
‘Losd Ol.dmary Ifana. F&mpmmardm #r LAl Nawar.
J-W: - o - o Y

1804, F,ebrhdr}/ 29, . CLARK ggaingt BaiL. '

IN 1'175, James ‘Clark. p“hhshed « Observations,on the §bogng of quses,”
and m 1788, he also pUbllsi)M “A Treanse on. the, Pz;eyqpppn of steases
“ incident tq Horses.” Both of thesg publications were entered at Statjoners’
Hall.

Audrew Beﬂ, [m conjunctmn wu;h Cohn, Macfarqphar, had, in the year
1770, published a Dicsionary of arts and sciences, under the title of the Ency-
" dol?a:dxa Britannica,. ., hL L’ZS&, 2 thn:d edition. of this last woxk began to be
pringed,in nuzpbgm.{ In’ 1'39;, the nuqubgr with the article Farriery was pub
l:;be,d IIL i7?§,,‘ ths whqle concerm was pnrcha.sed hy Bell. . .

Clark finding tl}at:a)gxeaq part of his. two books was copied -verbatxm mto
the treatise qn; Fam';eg inithe Encyclopmdia, apd, that the plates were re.en-
grave.d for that Workwbrough& ancaction, fomdmgon the 8th of Queen Anne,
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