
CRADI)G(K v, lHI LL.

hjIs period1ia to James Ileiders.oî & Sons, it sl'1d, l-, cS
sunxed, a> aigainst defendants, that James llendersoni & Son-ý,
iii rçgistering 0he copyrighit in1 their own naine andasi, îi

ïng it ti) plaintifTs, acted as and were in tact assignee- of al
rih~of Jamesý ilenderson undLr the agreements.

(a) 1 arn aLso of opinion, thiat l th act that defendants
vopied froin flic collection of draw ings published by Gibson
undeur theý Iiin rcsýerved in the ilenderson agreement, and

not fromn fic (Coi Pictorial Sheet," does not justify de-

fendants in cotndn hat such copying was flot an infringe-
mentii uipon plaMintfts copyright....

{ Refereîîce te 'Marshall v. Bull, supra; Cooper v. Skephen,
(1895) 1 Ch. 567; Black v. Imperial Book Co., supra; Cate

v. Devon, 40 Ch. iD. 500.1

Tin the resuit, therefore, judgment muist bie for plaintiffs
for an injunction and costs.

MNARdI 2ND, 1906.

DIVISIONAL COURT.

CRAD)DOCK v. BIULL.

WVril of Sumo - rceout of JurisRdiction--Ctuge of
Aciin-Cntr4-Srvws Paceof Paymeni--Con-

ditional Apprfirancp-Mo lion bo et- a.idrit and Ser-

vie- aeil iipon-Actiýon aga7ini Memnber of Foreîqn
Parnerhi -Non-oinerof Pai-lners-Foreign C7o-

ppea bi, lintiff from order of FALcONBRIDGE, C.J.,
~~ O. W. 1,, 8 dismissing plaintiff's appeal frorn order of

'Master in Chiambe)r4, 6 0. W. RB. 715, setting- as;ide( the writ
of aummroins i ii hfin in aind the serviee thierof ilpon de-
fendant in Enladwre he resided.

F. J.oce for 'plaintiff.

1). W.,anes for defendant.


