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authority by lier daugliter, The defendant was
unable ta read or write, thougli of fair busi-
tiess capacity. The evidence, as urged by the
1'laintitrs, shewed authority (romi defenclant ta
Sign, and alSO satisfaction by lier. The jury
found for the defendant.

l'it, ccnuît, not lbeing satisfied with the find.
ing. diiccted a new trial with costs ta the suc-
cesfil party in tic cause..

Pi>,/~mere, for the plaintiffs.
. 0. Caelieron and P i-lhlipi for de-

fendant.

Fakconbridge, J.1
A~.o-CNM~.~NCO. V. WINNîIFRITIL

Motion for an injunction to r :strain defen-
dants froni importing and selling, or offering
for sale, in Canada, certain musical composi.
tions of whicli plaintiffs clainied the copyright,
Thie cidence as to copyright w~as that of the
plaintiffs' manager, who stated on aflidavit
tliat plaintiffs were ,~ Company incorporated
under the Englisli Conmpanies' Act, for secur*
ing Canadian copyright in musical composi-
tions, and ta acquire thi protection ofth
Canadiaîi Copyright Act, 1875, having Hlicir
registered office iii London, Eng., and tlîeir
Canadian olfflice at Toronto, and stating in a

cdule to his affidavit the namies of the said
compositions and the dates of copyright.

11e/a'; that for the purposes of the iiîjunction,
iliere w'as sufflcient evidence of copyright.

It wvas objectcd, on the hearing, that the
plaintiffs' domicile was in England, and flot in
Canada; and therefore the plaintiffs were flot
entitled, under s. 4~, ta tlîe benefit of thie Act,
and that by s. 32 it should have been shownr
that defendants imported the publications with
knowledge of plaintiffs' right.

Ile/ld, that there ivas nothing in tHie objec-
tions as ta domicile, for if they were assignees
there, there wvas no restriction ta the right to
obtain copyright su far as domicile or citizen-
sliip was concerned, but, if they were tha
autHors, then the domicile %vas in ýLondort,
where the hcad office is, and that is certainly
a part of the Briih possessions within the

meaning ut the Act. In either case the plain-
tifs were entitled to the sole and exlusive
riglit of publishing and vendin; the said works
in Canada.

lie!d, also, tlint it was flot necessary ta show
that the publications %vere importcd with know-
ledge of plaitittTsright, thougli that would lie
important on the question1 of costs anddamnages.

Tllî defendants appeared ta have innocertly
imported the books, and, on heing miade aware
oft he infringenicnt by thie service of the writ,
expressedl regret, and tlhougli thcy did flot
offer to undertake to discontinue the infringe-
ment, tlîcy stated in evidence that sucli was
their determination.

r Iie/d, tlîat the injonction must bic granted,
and had the defendants simply appeared on tlîe
rndtion, admitted the plaintitf's rights, and con-
scntc!. ta thîe injonction, no costs wauld have
been imposed, but as defendants liad contestcd
the plaintiffs' riglits, and thus, ta a certain
extent, justified the plaintiffs' course, the plain-
tiffs were entitled tw tlîe costs.

BJaint, Q.C., for tîxe plaintiffs.
Hect(or Causeran, Q.C., for the defendant

Cliauzù';y:ý Dz:snz.

Full Court.] [Dec. 21, 1887

oi »zesne ctrnveyPapces'.

hdel-1, reversing the decisian of O'CuNNOue,
jthat ta bar the truc owner, and ta give a

passcssory titie ta land under thie Statute of'
Limitations, the fact of actual possession is the
material thing, and this possession miust bce of
a continuous character by successive occupants
clainîing in some sufficient %vay under each
other, but it is iiû. iecessary that: this posses-
sion should be strengthencd or corrobornted
by intermiediate conveyances. The Act speake
of possession w:tho<it reference to canveyanccs,
It is flot correct ta say that whenever in an
action for the possession of land the plaintif
secks ta show a title hy lengtli uf possession
by himself or those through whom lie claims,
hie must in' order to succe.ed lie able tri show a
deed or writing from cach former occupant or
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