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PREFACE.

Tar arrangement of this Supplement is the same as
that of the book to which it forms a supplement, the
notes and commentaries being placed under the sections
of the Indian Easements Act to which they respectively
appertain, or to provisions of which they respectively
relate or are assignable.

All the notes and commentaries in the Supplement
have also beon fitted in to their exact proper places in
the 2nd Edition of the main book, by a reference, pre-
fixed to each, to the page and exact place in the page,
of the 2nd Edition to which it appropriately belongs ;
so that the reader has only to note in the margin of
his copy of the 2nd Hdition, at the places indicated,
roferences to the rospective pages in the Sapploment
containing the now nofos or commentaries which fit in
to those places.

The Addends and Corripendum inelode notes of
several cases in Reporte published, in the present year,
after the body of this Bupplement or the pertion of it in

“which, respectively, they wonld, if published in time,
have been ineclnded, had heen printed.

R..B. M.
July, 1006,
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