
I INR KN17'TING M'. r. P MARLJMITED (,o. 2). 121

RE, SCHOOL SECTION 5 IN THE TowxsHip 0P S'EPIN> LIL,
LENNOX, J., IN CIIÂMBrEIW-OCT. 7.

Money in Court-Paymilent out.]-Appieation by' Simoni liii
the younger for payment out to him of the mioney ' in C~ourt.

LNOJ., said that it would have been more satisfaetory if it
had been stated that the annuities to be paid to the wife of Simonl

If iii the eider, deceased, had been regularl ' paid; buit vnough
had been stated to shew with praetical üertaintyv that the( appli-
catit was solely entitled to the money in Court. Order inade

dIirec(tinig that the nioney in Court, about $142.12. lie paid out to
the applieant. G. Keogh, for the applicant.

VISQR KNITTING ('o., V. IENýMANS.- LIMITED (No. 2Y MAý,TER RN
CHIAbBERS--OCT. S.

l'le adiji g-Action for Infri»qemen.t ofPtet fenr Jnei<nî
-Vaidtyof P0cnf»tS-IncaflSiS(0l Pledial îd 157.1

.%otion 1)y the plailitiffs for an order striking mit it statvinezît
of dfneexeept aîîy part whiolh denied that the aLrtic-leýs minan-

fatre y the defendants were similar to or amiouxiiteý( to an iii-
friingeient of the plaintiffs' patent, on the gýroundiý thait if Was.1

inensstntwithi tht previouis pleading of th lefndris and
as teniigf to ombarrass tht' plaintiffs and frjuilte f'air trial

ni' the action. Riile 157 saya%ý: "A subsequen pmaig hh ot
raisu mnY inew grotind of' caiimi or. eotain) ayallegto of, Ifa(t
iifwonsistelnt %%iti tho previonspldns of hie part *y pLIvading

til(. saiei. - The Miister saiid that fins Riilo appliedi to Il»IiRîgsk
lu the Maille actioni; thait ig to sm y , that a plailitift icannlot in ;1 Sut>

reun laigto hlis, statemnient of claiml pleald auy \ filvis iIL(III-
.sistenti withi it. aind tlîat ai defendanlt canullot pload mlY ravts ilu

consstutwith hi$ Statemnent of, (10leRide 1by :iMiSqu plvad-
inig. The Rille is intcîîdud ho apply onl1y to pleaing i teSanie(

ac(tion), or whcere a prior action lias bee prsectei to jdmet
Ili the fira"t actioî hirowght by fihe plaintiffs agiatteG.11'R-
dants,, tHey el1aiLnd an inrne tof, the Ro1tteulîurg aet
whieh the( plaintiffs owned. lu that action, 11h4 deofenidanits
pleaded that the Rottenbur patent 'was invaliij ; that uotten-ý
buirg was not the true inventor; that thev Iinvention was amîiti
pated in varioms ways; thiat the Winishenlek patenit wns Valid,
and Lad priority over the Rottnlhirg patent: and that therthad been prior grants of patents eovering, the invention elaiîned.


