
The order allowing the service lmtdtetm oeneigappearance and delivering defence to 15 days, -tlse oftuln ofhel of 'service. The notice of the wit andheastateicen-lof daim were served on defendants 5at theirhea ofie iiNew York on 27th December, 1902-mn vaca-tion. Judgment was signecl on 19tli January, 1903. Thejudgment reeitecl that defenclants had flot appeared and hadpntis elrecl any tatement of defence, and adjudged thaItplantir5 ecver $2,033-33 and costs to be taxed. TheseCOsts were taxed at $47.46, whjch indjcated that the cOstsrespecting the statemnent of claim were allowed. The periodfrom the 27th December to the 6th January was, not tO bereckonecl in the time allowecl for delivering a statement ofdefence, and the order did not providletliat it should be 50reckoned. Thomrson v. ROWSOnl 16 . j 1 dis >tinguished.T-he judgment was therefore signed too soon.Order macle settiuig aside writ of summons and all Sb~aeqluelt Proceeding8 with costs.
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~OAITYv.JkMF-S MORRISON BRASS MFG. CO-

f orm a , fl ju n c tio n - ~ M .F 
a t ' 4The plaintiff5 the lax3cock Inspirator Company, anl

facturingCmayaîn 
its heacl office at the city Of w

York, adT cvity & Sons, brass manufacturers carry1ngOn business at the City of St. Joh 
us'th

defendan Copn, bras8 mnfcu e arrying onu'-lies& at Toot,.repc' 
w speific trade marks weby Plastilg of the y, registered on 24th March, 1880,i oneword OftheWord ".,Inspirator" and the other 0 io

Wrs"Ilancock Inppiratore» as appliecl to the sale of U
jectors, and in respect of two patentsofienonor11provenjent5 i înet 5 of inetihfo ntlhe assi One of theih the plaintiff company wer
have 'e~ s On f t e e patents (I1) wa ed tOent Ac ofe72 Moiurthell Provisions of aKec. 28 of the PsIt-0f 1872 Mitchl . ancock Inspirator Co., 2 FEx.On 1th May 101 an agreement was enteredbete-11plintffcoaPnyand plaintiffs T. McAvity&


