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Feb. i Carrent Enýrlish Cases. 5

Walqter V. Steiltkopif (1892), 3 Ch. 489, is the action broughit
by the Timies newspaper against the St. Yanzes' Gazette ta restrain

infringement of the .)aintiff's copyright in matter published in
the Times newspaper. The pirated matter consisted of extracts
from a long article or letter on IlAnierîca," by Rudyard Kipling.
0f this article the defendants had published in the St. Jaines'
Ga.-ette selected passages, being a verbaffin copy of about two-
tfths of the entire article. They Iiad also published various para.
graplis iii substantially the saie language as they appeared i
the Times, consisting of items of an ephenieral character. The
plaintiffs claimed an injunction against publishing the Rudyvard
Kipling articles and also four other of the paragraphs, in aIl of
\\hlich they proved a copyright. As ta the Kipling article. the
plaintifsq' claini xvas practically undisputed ; but the defendants
attenipted to justify their action generally on the ground of an
alleged custorn prevailing among journalists, \vhich North, J.,
WILS of opinion wvas entitled to no more weight in a court of justice
than an alleged customr ta commit higliway robberv on Hounislow
Heath. As ta the Rtidvard Kipling article, hie graniter ai- in-
junction, but as to the other matters hie refused ta make anv
tirdler, as they were of a nere ephetneral character, and no sub-
stantial injury had been clone the pl-aintiffs by the defendante'
publication ; and though declaring that the plaintiffs had a copy--
rigýht in thein as well as in the Kipling article, lie cnily granted
the plaintiffs the costs of the action so far as it relatt(i tu the
K~ipling article, because the defenidRints, in publishing the otîter
niatter, had only clone wvhat the\- haci been doing for twehve years
past wvithout any complaint on the part of the plain tiffs, aud the
action \vas comnienced withouit any previous notice to dliscDn-
tinue sncb practice.

INFA,'I CO-Ci1R. Wl l'OR IE\lE*\îl~ N \ lIESTROI tOl TRAPE

In Evivis v. lVarc (i8lýz), 3 Ch. 5o2, the question of how far
an infant's contract can be eniforced against him b\y i njunCion
mas considered by North, J. Bv the contract hli question, anl in-
fant, in con3ideration of being emplov.ed as a înilk-carrier, agreed
not ta compete in business with the plaintiff withiti a raius of
tive miles for two years after leaving. After attaining his major-
itv! hp left. and comnienred to violate the agreement. The learned


