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Divisional Court.] [March 20. .A
SHUPPARD PLIBLISEING COMPANY V. HAISKINS.

Master and servantServant engaging iip otiter bitsiness-Riglit
of nmter to pro/lts-Contract for exclusive 8ert>ice-Danag3s,

A servant who enters into a contract ta devote hie entire time
and attention to the interests of hie master and ta engage in no
other business, le fiable in damages for the breach of that cou.
tract; but if hie does work in a different capacity and dces flot use
time which ehould be devoted ta hie master 'e business. or engage
in competitive undertakings, lie if; fot liable to psy to his mnaster
the earninge or profits received by hlm in respect of such work.

Judgment of IDINGTON, J., varied.
Àylesworth, K.C., and 'W. J. Elliott, for appellante. leiddeli,

X.O., and WV. T. J. LeeC, for reepondent.

Kvaster in Chambers.]J [M1arch 24,
TORONTO INDusTRiiL EXIBIITION ASSOCIA~TION V. HOUSTON,

Evidence--oreig n comm tissia n-iinterrogatoeqics.

There le no power at the instance of the. opposite party to
strike out or xnodify interrogatories prepared by the party w~ho
hac obtained an order for a foreign commission. H1e may freinie
'.hem as hie pleses taking the rîek of the evid-ence being rejected
lu whole or in part by the judge at the trial.

P. B. Mackelean, for plaintifsé. Grayson Sinith, for defcndzint.

Clute, J.] [Meirci 24,
CANADIAN PACIFIa RY. CO. V. OTTAWA FIRE INS. CO.

Pire insurance-8tanding tiin ber-' Property."
The defendante, an insurance cornpany incorporated iunder

the laws of Ontario, insured the defendante, a railway coulpany,
having a branch line lu the State of Meine, "against lose or
dam age by fire . . . on property as followe: On ail claims for,
lace or damage caused by locom-tivee ta prcperty locatcd lu the
State of Maine not ineluding tht of the assured. " By the etattute
law of the State of Maine where "p roperty'' ie injured by fire
comtmunientgxl by a locomotive engine the railway company is
matb responsible and it le declared to have an incurable interest
in thc property along ite line for whieh it is reeponeible -

Held, that the policy in question was in concequence of this
statutory provision a valid policy of flre insurance and not an
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