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Thle present sections of tlie County Courts Aet as to juris-
diction ninst bc rcad se, as to haruionize the lst and 8th sub-
sections of sec. 23....

ANGLIN, J., gave reasons in wr-iting for the saine coni-
clusion.

MAGEE, J., also eoncurred.

MAYx 2STîî, 1907.,

DIVISIONAL COURT.

NATIONAL CASKET CO. v. ECKILIt1 .

Trad NneIurnennf-in lri- e tle Ad-
irerliseinien ls--ibsence of I'ra ud or Dereplion I>assiný,q off
Goodsý.

Appeal by plaintiffs fromn judgnîenýIt Of MAÇMAIION, J,
9 0. W. IL. 313, disrnissing an action l)rought to restrain de-
fondant frein using the nanie " National Casket Comipany
te the prejudiee of plaintiffs.

E. F. B. Johnston, N.C., and R1. McKay, for plaintiffs.
G. H. Watson, K.C., for defendlant.

The judginent of the 'Court (BOvu, C., ANGLIN, J.,
MAGEE, J.), was delivered by

Bo011), C. -Hlaving rcad ail flhe evidenice, 1 find a con-
spicuous absence of testiniony te indicate that an 'vone' bas
been imisled or confused in regard to any relation or Con-
nection between the A-nierican and the Canadian company.
Theories are broaeIied and hypothetical questions are asked
as to whether the naine and inanner of advertising adopted
ky defendlant would not suggest that the National Casket
Co., the plaintiffs, were dloing business in Ontario under the
conduet of defendant as ag' ent and manage Lr; 1)ut ne w-itness
deelares that sucb m'a, the action of his nîind, and inany
witnesses negative suchi result and sav thait Ît would nlever
have oeeurred te thein. That this ]ast estimate is the cor-
rect one 1 cannot bring myseif te doubt, upon consideration


