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anuweys to thie questicns aforesaid, or in
My answers to be given tO thie Medical
Examiner, shail render nuli and void the
policY of insurance herein applied for, and
forfeit ail patYments made thereon. It isaiso further agreed that should a policy be
executecj under this application, the same
8iiall not be delivere<j or binding on the
Association, until the first premium thereon
shall b. paid to a duly authoriz<j agent of the
Apsociation,' during my lifetirne and good
health. le (the Party in whose favour the.
assurance is granted), do also hereby agree
that this proposai and declaration shail b.the basis of the contract between me and the
said Association."

HIEU,, affirming the. judgment of the
court below, that tus wus not a warranty
of the absolute truth of the answers of the
applican.t, but that the whole declaration
was quahified by the, words Ilto the beet *of
my knowledje and belief "; and though sonie
of the answoers were untrue in fact, the, policy
waa not thereby avoided unl.u they were
wilfully untrue.

At the trial the jury were charged that iftiier. was wilful mierepresenttioD, or such
as to mislead the coipany, they should find
for the, defendants, but that if the. answers
were reasonably fair and trutiiful to the~
best of th, knowl.dge and belief of the
applicant, th.ir verdict siiould b. for t.h,
plaintiff&

H',a proper direction.
Appeai dismiaaed witii coite.#S. H. Blake, Q. C., and Beatty, Q. C., for

appella
Dr. Mci.-chael, Q, 0., and M[cCkirty, Q. C.,

for resipondenta.

Oritaylo
GAMLANÇD v. GEMIla&

Cep yrgh -Ikf rin#,mmi.

and was, by many of theni, referred to the.
first niention.d work and took ouch sketches
therefroin.

HELD, that this was au infringement by G.
of the copyright in "The Canadian Parlia-
mientary Companion," and G. wau properly
enjoined froni publishing or selling the,
books containing such extracted matter.

By 38 Vie., ch. 88, se. 9, a notice muet be
inserted in the titi, page or page following
of every copy of a book copyrigiited tiiere-
under in the, forni following, IlEntered au-
cording to the Act of the. Parliament of
Canada in the, year-by A. B. in the offioe of
the, Minuster of Agriculture":

Hma,, that the, omission of the words Ilof
Canada" in such form did flot avoid the
copyright, but was a sufficient compliance
with tiie Act

HumD, also, that depoeiting copies of a
book containing the, said notice in the offie
of the, Minîster of Agriculture b.fore the.
copyright had been obtained, doms not in-
validate it wiien granted.

Appeal diamissed with coite.
ff'. Casael8, Q.C., and Walker, for the. appeil-

ant.
F. Arnoldi for respondent.

OntarO.j

Coi & Wom v. SUTUELAND.

Prinspal -and agent--SpemUatMn in otocks-
Instruction, to broker-BrokW8' duty-

Money paid for margine.

S., a epeculator in stocks, instructed F., a
,stock broker, to purchas. for iui a certain
number of shares in F. B. stock, expecting
to make a profit out of a ris, in~ the. value of
said stock in the market

A co yrihte wor caled "Tii Ca adin b.ow, tiat the relation between S. and F. waaP'arIiamOntr Companion"' contained 1i-that of principal and agent, and F. wasgrapiiical sketches of M. P's. and otiiers bound to purchase tiie stock and hold it aswiiich the. author iiad procured from the, the. property of & He could not rely on hiesubjects for the purpose of hie book. G. in ability to procure a like numb.r Of eiiares,PrePaning a similar work to b. called IlThe when requir.d, as hie intereet would thonParhiamentary Directory and Statistical b. to depreciate their valu, no au to obtai,GUJde~ sent circulais to a ntunber of public tbemn chesply, wiiich would confiot with blimen aaking fer short biographical sketches duty to S.

i


