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disposed of by sucli purchasing newspaper publiShers a, a
Christmnas or holidlay number for their papers. Plaîinty
have been publishing the saîd periodical for many year., andJ
allege that it is an important and lucrative part of their,
business, from, which. they have derived considerable profits.
Defendant Tibbs was in the employment of plaintiffs prior
to November, 1903, ini the capacity of salesman, selling the
periodical above referred to, and ini that capacity travelle<j
cach year through different parts of the Dominion of Can..
ada, and becaxue personally acquainted with plaintifia' eus-
tomers. Hie lef t plaintif s> employment in ' November, 1903>
and entered that of defendant company.

By their statement of dlaim plaintiffs charge that the
defendant Company decided te issue a publication, under the
naine "Christmas Nuxnher,"- similar to the publicaýtiotn
issued. by plaintiffs, and to sell the saie to publishers o>f
newspapers to be issued by thexu as Christmnas numbers for
their various publications; that for the purpose of carrying
ont their intentions, the defendant oompany sent out
defendant Tibhs as their salesman niuch earlier in the sea-
ï>on than it was the customi of plaintiffs to send out their
salesman, aud that defendant Tibba travelled as sucb sales-.
mian for defendant conlpany throughout the Dominion of
Canada, soliciting orders for the publication of defendant
conipany from, the varions custoxuers from, whoin fornxerly hoe
had solicited orders on behaîf of plaintiffs. They further
charge that for the purpose of inducing the various custoniers
of plaintiffs and others to give their orders to defendant Com-.
pany for the said publication, defendant Tibbs and defendant
conxpany, through and by Tibbs as their accredited agent and
7-epresentative, falsely and xnalieioualy miade to xnany persoris
tintrue and fraudulent stateinents, . . .intending there.
by to injure the trade and business of plaintiffs, and well
knowing the saine to be untrue.

The statements differed Soxnewhat from uhd other, but,were to the effeet that the Press Publishing Company (the
defendant Comnpany) hadl taken over the business of the Bhep..
pard Publishing Company (the plaintiffs) or that part of
their business rélating to the publication of the <Jristnff
annual, and that plaintiffs were going out of that branch
of the business. These wvords, or words te the like effect
were spoken te the different publishers, Wilson, Ellio,
Featherston, Gordon, Denhohu, ?anson, Ellis, and Hogg


