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by Mr- llocbuck iigeiist the editor of' a Sheffield Collette filled), and bad merely cnlarged upen
siewsl),per, that sutsject, it nigh-t have been said thet it was

Southgale, Q. C., aud Lasojsly, for Collette, a fair discussion of the respective morite of two
conende i that the letters had in tact no relation particuier patents. But lie says as to the por-
to the matters in dispute in the suit. Collette tiens eof the ertridge ciaimefi as uew by Mr.
heul tskeru a great interest iu the question as a Daw, that "îbhey lid ail been in public use be-
voluanteer, and thec letters were net sncb as weulçl fore Mr. Dw's patent of March. 18(37," and that
prejudico the mind cf any person in reference te I a Mr. Rocliatte, eof Paris, ln January, 1867,
the Suit. obtairscd ai provisional protection ", for a similar

1'V. JE Kos'slalee appesured for tlie editor of tise invention, and su on, Wliat have tbesc state-
Volssnteer Serveice Gaette, and contendedi tisat at mneute te do witlî the comparative monits ot' the
Ail eveuits the eider ouglt net te go a gainst him:. two ? J-le, furtber on, asserts that Mr. Daw lu
J-e ki.ew notiig et flrst about Coiiette's position ail lis cartridges uses Snider's precese. That
lu reforence te the suit, and v-as not bound te is net a. question of whethcr eue le or is net botter
refuse te aiiow a discussion ln the columu s of bis thau the orber. J-t le stating that IIc. Daw's
newspaper et' a motter et' sucli genoral intorest patent s worth nothing beeause hoý is oSng an
ne tiet eof the cartridges, or te insert every Setter eld procees. Thon lie gses on, IlThis is lu ail
sent te hinsi on the subjeet. respects similar te, 1 Pottet's base arrangement,'

Lor Roro.ex, I. -I J-v-h rad Icleter except, tiset the ' anvil ' le cylîndrical and
Lor 11-31LLY NI R-J illres th letes grooved up tise side." There are thingseoxpress-

hefore 1 dispose et' the matter fill; but, as it loeltest hwta a'
strikes me at presene, 1 tbiuk the cenduet of Mr. paen S cano li1 rgnlho hs etr

Colete cnnt le et'ncs', Jbu rir'i-l upn re put ie, net by a more strauger v-ho might
whicb ail ths.se cases are founded le quito estali- say ho reaiiy knew notbing at ait about tihe suit,lished. It le that ne porion cou be permitted te but by the Solieiter te tise defendant, v-ho le
do anything witii a view te pervert the sources eppoeed te Mr. Day. Surcly that is a very streug
or the proper fiow etf justice, or, ie fact, to useke, feainre lu the case. le rouet wlsh that bis client
suy publication or Write anything whicb v-ould slouci succeed, and it je impossible tisat ho could
lie iikeiy or nsight possibiy induce thc Court, or write iniarticle ia n(v-spaper, wii, if beioved,
tise jury, or the tribunal -hidi urigbt baive te lusnst have a boneficial efféet uipon bis client, aud
try a cause te, couse te auy conclusion ethes' thon afterwerds say, "lJ hadt ne intention of tbot sert
that whicb le te ho derived front tise evidence at ail, bowever much i1 msty wish fer if " It
brouglit forwarul by the parties te it. mst ho regarded as an endeavouir te interfere

Certiiisi ne eue englit to bie permitted te pre- vith tbe due administration et' justice. WYbere
judice tse issus eof the public beforeband, by letsW ist i rsn tj iii motn
meîssiouirg cii cuissances reiecissg te a case. If' tiset tise Court ebould net aiiow stops of thsis sort
tit le done v-ith tbe intenîtion eof perverting the tu, lie tokeis by tbe officere of tise court, lu causes
code ot justice, jr is uîsquestionabie that tise court lu v-hici tsey ire eng'sged, v-hou possibiy roay
ceuld stop il, arsd very otten it seili judge foir have au effect faveurabie te tbeir client, or un-
itfrm ar the fabca ir siii feor.e t b it mvult favourebie te the erber side. 1 may furtiser sayaiso et the biain hseapa.Bti is tis't if I ans se go nsinuteiy loto evory Sentencealogo beyond Lbis, and rouer stop tise peblica- et a lerter v-hie le v-ritteu in a public uuwspaper,
tien b t ffc theadministertisenevfeistsuicui te Say fuis le qusticuablo, and that le doubiful.

weud le t sîfct te aminstirlis t' ustce, co tise like, it le iuspesiug a task and a duty
ibougli that usiglît net hsave been sic initerntion et' upo yh or -ibi si1le sosbot
the pesen v-ho did it. Tire maîin qusestioninl the perforai. T heso le eue distinct line drawn, v-bleu
pressîse coaose v-lhetber Mr. Collette v-es justilied le this, tbat gentlemnes v-b are concerrneui for
lu vi-ting tise letter et' tise 111h et' Sertoeber, cotue gcinsl he ervute'sui
w-hidýis tise first letton ou the snbj'ect. Thons le tors or cousel, should abstein eritireiy froni. is,a ieadisg article on the Sasmo subject, but tiret cussiug tie meite et' those questions ihl public
does notsaey o word, as fer as 1 bave seen, ou rn.I hyd ta l hyogtt uthe pîiosisy eof auy invention, and dees net even phrnIfe tey dhei cofmat ail onse ; ougt t put
mentions Daw's patent. Bot luitr. Coiiette's letter tise public suppose thet it le meroiy dlotie by a
Sceas eft'isoting else, as it eplîsars te me', v-tth porion wbo tsskes a great intereat lu noattois et'
tise exception sot tisis at the begiîsniug :-I The this description, sud has great knov-ledge et' tbe
v-citer eft'hle article lu yotîr lest issue, under tic Hubjeet, arsd that ho discusseq the question lu alieadiug ' The Cartridge eof the New Miiitary public peint et' view, v-heu, ifttactv-ere knov-n,Rfe'con baie scareely given the subjeet a lie le the solicitor et' tie defendaut, aud bas the
precticai consideration v-heu lie places the Daw streugeet possible initereet in its success, appearscartridge is comparison v-itl tbe present Boxer te me conclusive upon tiat point.
service cas'îridge, particniaî'ly v-heu lie says thaf
the Daw cartridge appioaclies the iret essentiel ])e. 14.-Lord IloesîrLLY, M.R-I have littie
more uea 'y tian tbe Boxer, the first essenfial te acul te whbat I stated on Friday, 'iclen 1 cx-
hoiug sefeîy." I-f it heU stopped tbere (sud 1 pîained the reasen v-iich induced me te teke fie
anm net now considerng tise position v-bh iclI. course v-bld 1 uew intend to take. The perusal

______of ethte articles confirme me in the viev- 1 have
ticosc ose Oe57S wtht te ise ti iclroro v )7u takou, ansi if muet lie adinitted by everybodly te
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y cliftcernce Wbiss u ti ti nw~ s 11ît 5 les bie an exts'emely improer tbing for a solicitor lu

Su , t vvere 000aiet t pru,-sr ac tro urs1c 1ind a ceuse te write an article lu a ppw v-h may
tei tsr te She suit, orsi S sui u Sy olc r tIelo eitlier diî'octiy or indirectly ho believcd, and
etii rttosesi r Su wh]o !luieor n? e ti te 1oug Ïu ý wblcb may influence the suit upon v-hicli be is
tien os anis tdsstdual. ýEr. W. Id enggedl. I do net believe it v-as doue wirli ny
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