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that the two dlaims eould flot be joined, the claim as owner of the
reversion flot arising in reference to the estate of which he was
executor. The plaintiff was therefore put to his election as to
whieh of the causes of action he would proceed with.

COPYRIG HT-MUSICAL WORK-GRAMOPHONE RECORD)S-RECORDS
MAD'E BEFORE COMMENCEMENT 21F ICT-SALE AFTFe. COM-
MENCEMENT OF ACT-INFRINGEME-;T-COP'ý!RIHT ACT, 1911
(1-2 GEo. V. c. 46), ss. 1-2, 19. 24.

Monckton v. Path'é Frercs, etc. (1914) 1 K.B. :3q. This was
an action to recover dLinages for the infringemnent of plailtiff'a
copyright in a musical composition. The work in question M'as
eoinposed and publisheed prior to the passing of the Copyright
Adt, 1911. The defendants also, prior to the Act, inade gramno-
phone records of the work in Belgium . After tbe Act took effect
they iinported these records into England and there sold thern,
wl icth wa.s the infringemnent coinplained of. Philliroiore, J., Nwho
tried the action, held that the plaintiff, eould flot recoveî. but
the Court of Appeal (Williams, Biîekley, and Kennedy, L.JJ-)
reyersed his (IcC.i-oii.

CRîMINAI, LA-NLWV . RN AI, KNOWIEDNW OF GIRL L'NDER

SIXTEEN- EVIDF-NCE 0F PREVIOI'S OFFENCE AGAINtT TIIE
S.XME (;IRI-PREVI01-S CFFENCE MO1RE TII.\N, SIX MAO'NTils
BEFORE COMMENCEMENT OF PROSECUTI(>N.

Tiu Kinig v. Shie11mýake?- (1914) 1 K.îý. 41-1. Thbis was a
proseviution for îunlaNvfally and earîîa1ly knoxing a girl mider
.sixteeiï within six înonths of the eoininenemient of the prosecu-
tioli. uînder a stat îute which provides that no prosecution for this
aflence shail he eoinnienct'd more than six r .onths after ils conm-
mi.ssion. Evidence wvas a(llnitte1 at the trial which shewed that
the' aecuseti haùà had iconnection wvit h theit girl more lhan six

nionths previons to the conimencenent of the proseution. andi
thlet questionm was raised whetlier siteh vvdeuîce wvas properly
ai ni:ssible. Tlw ý( ourt of Criwmiiial Apîi,,?al (Isaaes, 'b ha o
w1'l. Bray, .Xvory, and iaush. .J. ) hetld that it %vas, and that il
voiffl not lit rejeeted either on the groumîd of its shewing tlîat the
aeeiised liai heen guilty of other ofl'ences t han thmt ~it h whieh
lie \%as vha rgt'îI, andi was, thetreýfore., likîly v o eoiiimit t he' rinie
vharged against hiîni or on tht' gri nd t hat. the alleged other
offeneer took place mnort, than iN iiiont hs l)ritor to th le onivmneîe-
mmîent of the prosecution, thce cu rt oliserviiîg that bbe limitation,
as ti tlime' for IrtoNtemtiimzi. Omît ini afreet flh< bmw of vvidemnve.


