
Unjèdr Compeition in Business.

and colleets and keeps there, anything
ivwlih if it escapes, will (Io daiagýje to

anuotlicl, (suibject to soine exceptions for
jifflustrial iinterest), is hiable for all

conisequdinces of* bis acts, :and is bomid
iit, bis peril to confine anud keep it uponi

lus owNv prenîîiscs." WTood. _Nuiis., P.
11 1 gIl. NYc see no reason why buuis

principle is flot applicable, to flie
parties iii action.

NOTCS. (1) l1u il pieSenlt COII(litioll Of eleet-
rical EcielîCe, a tolel)lione conîpany canuiot

nuaX11itain a bill for an injunction ag:îinst the
operation Of an <lectrie railiway t o pi event<hlaî-
Ilges iicidenitaUly sustaiîîed by Ille escape ol
electricity froin ils rails. Il lu the case unde-
consideî-ation it wCi-e shoivn thît, flic double

tr-olley IwouIl olviale Ie injuiîy to conîiplaiianit
ivithout expoeiîîa de1leildants Or flic public Io
:.]y Lirent inicoiveiei lice or a :lrge xesw-
tlik il, %votld be ilheir dut-y to nuiake lise of it'

anud shouid liave no doubt~ of' oui- rowveî to aid
tIe coznplaillant, by ani injutnction ; but, os Ille
proofs showv that a more ellhctîial and less
objectionablu' and expcnsive reniedy is open to
the coniplainant, %ve tlîink the obligation is
uipoil the tcleff>hone Comipany to adopt~ it, and
that, (lifendarîtits are îîot, boîind to indeînnify it;
iii othier wou-ds, that thue daîiiage incident-illv
donc1 to the complainait, is not, suicl aîs is
ji Stlv ch:îrgeable to the clefenldants. Unless
ive are to lhold iiat thie telepliolne Comnpany
lias a Uîonlopoly of thie uise of the eaîthi andf of'
-IIlih cirîlu wîthilî the City of lNa-shiville, for
ils fece c ui-zent, not only as agaiust the de-
fendanuts but as against Il for-nus of clectrical
cnlergy Iwlicl, nui the progî-ess of science aîud
ij.veutionl 111.1 bieifter uequilc its lise, ivc
dIo lot sec li ibis bill eacm omiticd

Ciiiiberlaiid Telcplionc and Telegral)l Co.
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('l'liTe faol; thuat a teleplione Comîpany-
acquiired auud cuteredl upon the exercise of a
filanchise to erect aud muaiîitaiuu its telphoiie
poles anud %vires upoui thé, streets of a Cit.y prior
'o the operation of an electric railwa3' thercon,
iiilxot g-c thbe t.cieplionc Comîpany, in the

uise of thec str-cets, a rig'ht parmnuotint to Llie
calsellneit of the public t-o adopt audf uise thxe

bes. mid nîostapproved mxode of travel thbei-e
on ; auud, if dt-i opei-ation of thue street u-ailwiw'

bly electricity as tho motive poweî- tends to
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Conîipetitioni is hîNvful ýani evenl ad-
vautageouts t) thic public, so long- as ilt
is carried on iii a spirit of' fairilcss, buit
it ceises to be so -a-heu it acts ln Viola-
tionu of good aii anid '%vithiolt respect

for1 I-lie property of otiiers.
Conuniiereil lionlesty 11brbi ds tla

iercî;ît shlould scek to di-awî awa.y
cilSton fi-oui a pla-e rcnowuied for a.,
certain iîî111a ctfletne bo bis o wn locality
by nii cans of deceptions.

It lias been settled by jurisprifdexiic
blinI:Itle iaine of.a place rculowlncd for

it.s uiafllî fit I i-s, colnstitbutes the col-
lective p-opeî-t.y of' bheinîuIati-r
oft-îap a l;uu that tlley lîave aigt
to sule tiiose NvIho Usuirp thc nainle, ;id
te claim danuzages for flie, harni donc býy
sucli iîfiai r coxuipeti tion.
1.1n opposi il îlie caiml of tIlPplaiilti ffs,
tflenidanit states that lie dîd ilot
bralid. bis uniie chaim- (le Tou.urii but

chi «lix (li fl«sin (le To n. niai, a d eSigniatioli
-%vliicli lie clalxîs thbc ri<rhit to uise becalse

lreliy blis Iluute belongs geologicat113

to buie Tournai basin.
Pintubiffs chaii tie conit-ra«i-y, settingf

fo-thl -vithî Nvell groilnded scienitific
rmisons, and Mie testioluy of meneit

distmub tlic %or]iîu of thic teleplioxue zystemî,
Illc (-cîîîcdv of lue t<.lepilionie Conmpany ivill lc
to readjust iLs iiicthodls to nuct thc condition
crented b3y thbe inutroductionu of cectro-iîîotiv-e

puower tupon ilire sti-eLrila. Cicinnali
buclincd J>lan7c 1ail. Co. v. Cifuj and Sumirlan

l -'. Suprcîuue Couartof Ohio, Julie, Ia9ý1,
10 Us'. & Corp., L% J., 82.


