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on the fact that the claimant had from time ta time rendered
accounits to the deceascd, claiming intcrest after the lapse of three
years from the time goods were supplied, which %vas included from
time ta time in tlue buis rcndeied, and that the dcceased dcbtor
had never objccted to ..uch charge, and liad [rom time to time
made payments on account of the bis so rcndered ta him. This
ivas held ta, constitute evidence of an implied agreemnent to pay
intcrest as charged, and Lui re Edwîards was consequcntly overruled.

COPYRIGHT - INFRîNC.E.ST - WVRK OF ART -PlEYAry-"EvERY sUcH
OFI-ENCE *-FiNEý ARTS-COPYRIGHT ACT, 186z (25 & 26 V'ICT., c. LS> s. 6

Hild..çheiimer v. Faiu/kmr i9go1) C Chl. 552, is a decision under
the Imperial Copyright Act, 2 5 8& 26 Vict, c. 68, which lias bcen
held tnot to be in force iii Ontario :Grave's v. Gori- iO.L.R. 309,
but as that case is nov in appeal, it rnay bc wvorth while, in case
the judginent is revcrýced, to note the decision hcrc. The point
iîîvolved %v'as as to the proper amount of damages ta be allowved
for an infringement of a copyright of a picture. It %vas found as
the resuit of a reference that 1,012,6C0 cop)ieS Of the picture had
bec:) made by the defendants, and under the Act the mnaking of
ech picture tvas a separate offence, in respect of which, under s.
6, a penalty wvas incurred. Kek-cwichi, J., thought that, acting on
the l)rinciple laid c!own- in (mn/zl v. Irishz hîdeipeiideiu Co. (i 899) 1
Jr R. 386, ]le %vas boutid to awxard ai least a fartliiîîg penalty for each
picture, that being the smnallcst coin recognizcd by' th e lawv, but the
Court of Appeal (Rigby, Collins and Ramler, L.JJ.) held that there
wvas ino, such obligvation to award sorne particular suin for each
infringernent, but that it ;vas cornpctcnt to award a lump sum ta

cover ail the penalties, and accordingly, rcduced the damnages from
/1,241 1 5s. i ad to /2oo, and Green v. Irish Indecpelndent Co. %vas
disapproved.

TRUST-E'NANNT FOR I.F-EANEMNLSOF TRUST FUND -API'ORTION-
MENT 0F I..

Inur /lslou, Aistozi v. lifouston ( 1901î) 2 Ch. 584, R lOSS was
made of part of a trust fund investcd upon a inortgage, and the
question %vas how the loss w~as ta bc apportîoncd as between the
tenant for lile and the remainderman. Kekewicl), J., held that the
amounit realized ouglit t<) be aîpartioned bctvcin the tenant for
life and the remnaindernlan iii proportion to the arnount due at the
dlate of its realization iii respect of arr.-ars of interest and in respect
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