
ENGIASIZ CASES. o

hormes and mares. The defendants eonipiled a book called
"lBruce Loye 's Figures and Stud B3ook, vol. 21," in which, with-
out the plaintiffs' permission, they included the whole of the list
of brood mares publislied in vol. 21 of their "General Stud
Book." T1he defendants claimed that they hiad a .right to use
the list as they had done, and that their doing se would beneflt
the plaintiffs by increasing the sale ôf their ''General Stud
Book." Parker, J., who tried the action, however, determined
that the lists in question were flot such bare lists of names as
to be incapable of copyright because considerable exlpen*.e and
trouble had to be taken in order to compile it; and that the de-
fendants' use of the list was unfair, even thoughi there wvas no
likelihood of the defendants' book cornpeting w'ith that of the
plaintiffs, and though no actual damrage wivs sliewn. le, there-
fore, granted the injunction.

CompAiNy-DEBENTUR.S I3INDING FUTrURE PIlOIERTY-FLOATING
ci-AitGE--TRUST DEED-RESrRICTION &flAINST CIIEATING PRIOR
bMORTOAGS-PuJRC}IIASE BY COMI'ANY-PIRCIASE MlONLY RE-
MAININO ON MOIiTOAGE-VENDOR'S LIEN-LEGAL INORTOAGE-
CONSTRUCTIVE NOTICE-NOTICE.

WVilson~ v. Kel!and (1910) 2 Ch. 306 is au interestiîîg case on
company ]aw. In 1904 a liniited coirpany purchased freeliold
property, and the veî>dors agrced to let p)art of the purelia.s
money remaîn on inortgage. The conveyainves to the crnipany
were executed, but remiained in the vustody of tlie venders'
solicitor, and subsequently on 7th Jainuary, 1905, flio nuortgage
deed was executed without investigation or inquiry as to flic
conipany's titie, and without notiee of aiuy trust deed or deben-
turcs. In 1901, the conipany hakl issiied debeiitirea secured by
a trust deed, wlhereby the coitpatiy eharged its iundirtiiking and
ail its present and futuire-acqtirc-d property; ind by the trust
dced tiie cortnpany wvas restricted frein creatiîîg any charge
upon its property ranl<ing in priority te, or pari passu with, the
debentures; but the conditioni iindorsed on the debentures pro-
vided that nothing 'he(rein'' contained should prevent the
creation of speciflo nuortgages upon after-acquired leasehold or
freehiold property. On 7th January, 1900, the plaintiff, with
notice of the debentures and trust deed, advancedé money on the
security of a mortgage of the sanie promises subject te the mort-
gage of 7th January, 1905, which was afterwards transferred to
huxn. On these mertgages lie now broughit foreclosure proceed-
ings, and it was held by love, J., that as to the nortgage of
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