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flot to recover the price of coals procured for the use of the vessel. By a charter
Ice, party it was agreed that the owners should keep the vessel in an efficient state

ind during the term of the charter.party, and also that if in conisequence of a
breakdown of its machinery the vessel put into a port other than that to which
she wvas bound, " port charges, pilotages, and other e\penses " should be borne
by the owners. The steamer put iiuto Vigo, a port to which she was not Lound,
Ili r0lnsi quence, as was alleged by the master, of a breakdown of the condenser.

cd, Wile at Vigo the coals in question were purchased for the use of the vessel.
thc 3titt, J., however, held that even assurung that the putting jta Vigo was a

ncessary, consequence of the breakdo\wnf of the ma'-hinerv, vet the price of coals
bu ~stpplied ta the vt'ssel w~hile she \vas tiiere wvas flot part of -' the port charges,
igepilotages, and other expenses at the port," and hie therefore hield that the plain-
u<>ttiff was flot enititled ta recover.
-Lid The only other case in the Probatu I)ivisioau is Re'ad v. The Bis/top oýf Li)IC01i,

io11 iiu which those wh4, care to dlive iinti ecclesiastical la\\- will find a learnied alid
<0elboatjudgmcuit of the Archibishop of Canterbury as ta his jurisdictioui to trv

rsu bis suffragan bkhlops for allcged ritual offences.

ira- luý 1-e l)U11, 41 Cliv.D1) 439, wvas anl application ta regîster as a trade mark thîe
ber wnrDs"luuns F~ruit Salt I3akiiug ow r, The wvord s , Fru it SaIt ', had been

iised for inaîîy vears b' one Enai, as a trade mark for an;firecn drinik, Iiid
lhc, opp>î<sed the registration. Kav, J.. and Cotton, L. ,wure of opinlion tlîat
'r.aIthlîaugh Fno had nuo iiloiopol\- Ii nthe words - Fruit Salt, ' alid althoug-li thle

lo rswere descriptive, andl not lu thiciiselves deceptive, vet that their ils( îv
l)nîîîî tiuder thie circiiiistances was eiiluîîlated to deceive the public w~ithiîî the
iiriuîau iug ')f the J>atelnts, im, i /'itde Afarky A1cti , s. 73, auid therefore

guthat l)nîîuis application ouglît ta bc refused ;but the uîajority of the Court of
t-Aiyeail i Lindley and Fry', L.JJ.) heMd that althotigh I)unni liat ada1 îted the wvords

Ff rui t Sitt '' on accoaint of the poptîl:urity the\- lad acqul red tbi'ughi na's use

of tîjulu, yet as l)uiin's trade mnark was for a totallv different article, which li d 1

to tintt iinterfere with Eno0s trade, the Court ouglit flot ta refuise its registrationi,
wlui<'l was accorditngly allaoved.

Ilu Ifucock v. SMith, 41 (11V.I). 45(*- the Court of Appeal (Lord H-alsbtiry,
nkL.., and Cotton and Fry, L.jj.) in overrulinig North, J., i,.ave arrived at a cont-

clntqinn whicli certainly secîrîs more ;fi accordance wvitlu natural justice tîman was
butlîat which wvas overruled, The judgmnt creditar of a stock broker attached a

balance at a batik standing ta the crectit of the broker. The broker disclailled 4
aIl Iseucticial interest ini this balance, antI adumitted that it was the praperty of
certauin clients of his iii certain specitied proportions. It appeared that Since

ni money' of two of the clients, adnmitted by the broker ta be entitled to the
cIbalance, had been paid in, drawings out in excess of the then balance had been


