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costs, paid Pugh, who was in distressed circumstances, a
small sum in settlement of the taxation, which was conse-
quently dropped. Margetson thereuponapplied to Kekewich,
J., for an orde~ to compel Jones to pay his costs up to the
time of the compromise, which was granted-—the Judge
being of opinion that Jones as a solicitor must have known
from the circumstances of Pugh that the money paid by him
would not be applied towards payment of Margetson's costs,
A point of practice arose also in the cise which is worth
notice, The case of the applicant was not made out on his
own affidavits, but afidavits were filed in answer, which he
claimed to be entitled to read, and which supplied what was
lacking in his own affidavits, The respondents objected, but
Kekewich, J., held that the applicant was entitled to use his
opponent’s affidavits to make out his own case,
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Badische Amlinv. fohnson (1897), 2 Ch. 322, was an action by

a plaintiff resident abroad to restrain the infringement of an

nglish patent. The defendant was a foreign manufacturer,

and the infringement complained of was his sending into

England by post in response to an order from a trader in

London, a parcel containing articles which were an infringe-

ment of the patent.  North, J., was of opinion that the plain-

tiff was entitled to succeed, and he granted an injunction and
an inquiry as to damages.  The majority of the Court of

Appeal (Lindley and Smith, L.JJ.) were, however, of the

opinion that the action could not be maintained. They con-

sidered that the defendant’s part of the transaction ceased
when he delivered the package to the post office, and that he
could not be held responsible for its being imported or carried
into England., Rigby, L.J. dissented from this, and thought
that the defendant was responsible for the importation of the
package into England, and its carriage there as being a neces.
sary consequience of his initial act, in depositing it in the post
office for that purpose. The plaintiffs had been required to




