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from niaking, printing, publishitng, sellUng or exposing to view any
copies, prints, reproduction- Mr representations of a certain picture
known as " What we have wve'll hold," in breach of the plain-
tiff's copyright therein. An entry wvas proved in the register of
proprietors of copyright in paiklings, dravings and photographis
kept at the Hall of the Stationers' Company pursuant to 25 & 26
Vict, c. 68 (Imp.), shewing the plaiîntiffs to be holders of the
Imperial copyright, the date of such entry being Noverrber 3oth,
î8g6 ; and the inaterial shewed that the plaintiffs had granted no
rights of reproduction of the pictuïe, but that the defendants had
nevertheless distributed and sold in Canada large nunibers of
printed copies of it.

There is a remarkable dearth of Canadian case law in the argu-
mients of the counsel in this case ; tending to prove, it seems to nie,
the correctness of the already quoted rernark of Mr. S. E. Dawson
that the publishers, of engravings and prints %vere so well satisfied
w'ith the state of the (Canadian) law as it %vas that they declincd
anly interest in the Imperial legislation, and neyer iinvokedi its
aid ta prevent admittedly frequent republication here.

M1r. justice Rose, in his judgrnent, quotes the wvords of Lord
Cranwvorth (c) to the effect that the present Parliamient must be
taizen, prima fac'e to legislate only for the United Kingdom ; and
the following words of Vankoughnet, C., (d) seem to have
strongly irnpressed MIr. justice Rose: While I admit the powver
of the Imperial Legislature to apply by express %vords their
enactmnents ta this country, I iil ne%,er admit that wvithout
express words they do apply or are intended to 50 apply." After
considering thxe language of the Act of 1862, his Lardship con-
cludes (e): " Looking at the Act itself and camparing it %vith 5 & 6
'Vict,, c. 45 (Ilmp,) 1 have corne ta the conclusion that there is
nothing on its face to indicate that the copyright thereby con ferred
extended beyond the Uinited Kingdom,"

But it wvas further urged b>' counsel for the plaintiffs that the
effect of the International Copyright Act of 1886 was to extend
the provisions of the Act Of 1862 to ail parts of the British
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