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favors shewn hlm will"be duly appreciated by the corporation and myseif. 1
The vice-president whose naine was used did flot himself sign it, for
authorize anyone else to sign it for him, for was he aware of it. There
was evidence that the prisoner shortly afterwards gained the affections of
the young woman, and proposed urider the name of J. 0. Goelet, to marry
her, although he had a wife living. There was no evidence that any person
named J. 0. Goelet existed. There was no evidence to shew that the
prisoner had himEelf written any part of the document.

,held, that the facts were sufficient to make out a prima facie case that
the prisoner presented the document wiih the intention that the young
woman should believe and act upon it as genuine to ber own prejudice
within the meaning Of 5. 422 of the Criminal Code ; and thereîore a prima
facie case of uttering a forged document withîn the meaning of s. 424 ; and
an order for extradition wvas right.

The language used in s. 422 is intended to extend 10 cases 'vhicli would
not have corne within any former common law or statutory definition of
forgery iii force in Canada.

Germa,,, K.C., for prisoner. Ritdd.', K.C., for United States Govern-
ment. ( 0yàýer, for prosecutor.

Street, J.] SMITrH V. (,REE.. [Jan. 26.
Par,szip -Disso1ian-Ço/j-jors- Goodwi7/ '-Right to firni ,an-

IJpon the dissolution of a partnership, in the absence of an agreement
between the partilers to the contrary, the firni naine being a part of the
goodwill, aîe -iot having been deait with upon the dissolution, remnains
the property )f all bite partners, like any other undisposed of partnership
property a .d each mniber of the late partnership is entitled to carry on
business the firin naine, sill ' ect to the limitation that no manl bias a
right --o liold ont of bis late pantner ais still being his partner in business,
conlrary t0 the fact. Burcizeil v. Il ï1/de, (1900), 1 Ch. -5 il followed.

A firîn of soliciiors had carried on business a, IlSmith, Rae &Greer"
clown to October, 1902, and after that until thc dissolution of the firin in
January, 1903, as "Srniith & (ircer."

1, that both naines nmust be taken 10 have forrned part of the good-
will Of the flrni at the timne of the dissolution.

At the timie of tlie dissolution the finîn consisted of four nmeml)ers.
Thrcc of thlein, foriîned a new firrn and used the naine l'Smith, Rae&
Greer," 'l'lie fourth, the defendant, protested against the others assuning
tlîat rame, but, on their refusing 10 abandon it, nciilied his cl ents, the
legal profession and the public, that he had severed his connection with
the films of Sinith, Rae & Greer aiîd Smith and Greer, and intended 10
carry on his uwil business under his own 'îame. For nearly ten and a haîf
mnînhs he adhcred 10 this position, frequently addr(.-;tg his late partners


