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TRIAI-

COIPELAND-CHATTERSON CO. v. BUSI-NESS SYS-
TEMS LIMITED.

Damiageq-Inciting or Procuring Breach of Contract-Ac-
Lioiiuble Wron g-Sale of Goods to Customers SubjecI Io
Restridtion-Rival in Business, with Notice of Restric-
lion, Induing Customer Io Break Con tract-Malice-
l' roof of Damage-Injunction-Nominal Dana ges-Re-
ference-Co8s.

Action for damages for interference by defendants witli
the contractual relations betwecn plaintiffs and their cus-
tomiera.

W.E. Raney, K.C., and C. M. Colquhoun, for plaintiffs.
I.l. Kihner, K.C., and W. Hl. Irving, for defendants.

BioyD, C. :-This is the latest, if flot the last, chapter
ini the hiistory of the feud between the Copeland-Chatter-
sn and the Business Systents, concerns. Both the Iitiganth

have cea-sed to do business as they were constituted at the b*-
ginniing of the litigation herein, and the evidence was given
in this rase rather witha view of wifding up the loose ends
tiiaui or flghting the remaining issues to their logitirnate
r(stilts. Probably both parties have had enough of active
controversy in the Courts. However that mnay be, the only
miatter prosented, for decision fo nme was the riglit to recover
dainages for alleged interference of the defendants with the
ciutrautuial relations between the plaintiffs and theîr eus-
tomevrs, as nt common Iaw, and not taking into accounit any
reference te tlie patents held by the plainitiffs and referred
to at lenigthi in the pleadings.

l'le dfdat'company was formed by 4 niembers or
employees of the plaintiffs, who f ormed a corporate coni-
bination for the purpose of conipeting with the plaintiffs
ini their line of business. This was mainly the sale of led-
gem and othier books with hinde-.rs fitted up on the loose-
Ieuf systetn, which has corne into great vogue in business
rirclesi. l'he business of plaintiffs was carried on chiefly by
mense of cauvassing agents, who visited ail parts o! the


