156

; . for
ey e
The order allowing the service limited tl{g 31;;5’ in-
entering appearance and delivering defence to
clusive of the day of "ger

it an
vice. The notice of the Wli;lttﬁeir
the statement of claim were served on defendants ?n vaca-
head office in New York on 27th December, 19029’03 The
tion.  Judgment was signed on 19th January, ,11 and had
Judgment reciteq that defendants had not appeared
not delivered any

: that
Statement of defence, and adjudged
plaintiffs re

These
cover $2,083.33 and costs to be taxed.
costs were taxed

sts
at $47.46, which indicated that ﬁze Zi-io

respecting the statement of claim were allowed. T tpto be
from the 27¢p December tq the 6th January was no ont O
reckoned in the time allowed for delivering_ a Stati;n be 80
defence, and the ordep did not provide that it s}}("‘,1 aished.
reckoned. Thompson v. Howson, 16 P. R. 1, disting
Wwas therefore signed too soon.

1 sub-
tting aside writ of summons and al
ngs with costs.

The judgment
Order made ge
Bequent proceedi
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TRIAL,
MCAVITY v. jangg MORRISON BRASS MFG. CO-

: 4py— Licensé
Patent Sir [:wmtz'on-Trad‘ Mark useq in Connection with—L
—Agreemeny C'omtructz'on

e Per-
—Declaration of Rights—Sp ezﬁ gguil'
Sormance " unction— . Zsconducy Disznfz'flz'ng Party
able Relief.

The. Plaintiffs, ¢}, Hancock Inspirator COmPan.y e m;:zliv
facturing company having itg heaq office at the city of ing
York, ang ik McAvity & Sons, brass manufacturers carlg’ the
on businesg gt the city of St. John, New Brunswick, suebusi‘
defendant, Company, hragg Manufacturers carrying on ed
ness at Toronto, iy respect of two specific trade marks Ownne
by Plaintif Company, registereq on 24th March, 1880, (zhe
consisting of gh ‘Inspirator” and the other of

.

- Hancock Inspirator Co., 2t Pr:ed

On 16th May, 1901, an agreement was en.te %
any and plaintiffs T. McAvity



