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tnfacturer, balor or vendor of the saine painted, printed,
1 or engraved thereon or otherwise plain1y attached

"The naine of the plaintiffs, the mnanufacturera of the
Dards, at the turne of their sale, was "The L. M. Erieson
ine Manufaeturîng Company," and when possession of
as given to the Norton Company there was attached to,
metal plate having staxnped thereon the followixkg

tented in United States, Canada, England, France, Ger-
tussia, Austria, Hungary, Belgium, Spain, Italy, Sweden,

Australia,
"L. M. Ericsson TeL. Mfg. Co.
"Buffalo, N.Y."

were permitted to speculate as to the meanîng of the
'Tel. Mfg. Co." here used, it xniight, with reasonable
y, b. assunied that they were intended as abbreviations
worda '«lelephone Manufacturtig Comnpany,'' part of
Lýany's narne, although the word "Tel." is equally an
ition of the words "telegrapli" and "telephone." But
ute does flot permit synonymous words te ho used in
the. actual name of the manufacturer, etc., but requires
1 omepliance with its provisions. This the plaintifIs
L donc, and have, therefore, failed to seurs te theinselves
ýfît of R.S.O. 18D7 eh. 149, sec. 1. Thus the titie in the
)ards passed to the Norton Company on thç sale to thiein,
iow in the defe:ndants.
eeore, thiDk the defendants' appeal should ho allowed,

a action disiiaed, wvith costs here and below%.

rx J., agreed. GivÎng. reasons in writing, hie referred,
a question of the lien, to Toronto Furnace {Crematory 'Co.
g, 1 Q.W.N. 467, and Mason Y. Lindsay, 4 O.L.R. 365.

iELAD J., dissented, for reasons stated in writing. lie
op>inion that the appeal of the plaintiffs 8bould ho
and the defendants held peroally liable for $400 and
aud that the defendants' appeal should bc disinissed,

à oate.

Defendants' appead oflowed; and plaintiffs' appeal
dismiued(; SUTHERLAND, J., diuseiiiing.


