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REPORTS AND NOTES OF CASES.

Pominion of Canava.

SUPREME COURT.

Que.] [March 11.
ELrcTrIic FIRFPROOFING CO. OF CANADA ¢. ELECTRIC
Firerrooring Co,

Contract—dssignment of patent rights—Implied warranty—
Validity of paient—Novcliy—Combination producing new
aid useful results.

Where no express agreement or special cireumstances exist
which might give rise to an implied warranty, an assignment of
‘‘all the right, title and interest’’ of the assignor in a patent of
invention docs not import any warranty on the part of the
assignor 4s to the validity of the patent. Judgment appealed
from, Q.R. 34 8.C. 388, affirmed.

Per InixaTtox, J.:—In the present case the patents were valid,

Appeal dismissed with costs.

Atwater, K.C., and Duclos, K.C., for appellants. J. E. Mar-
tin, K.C., for respondents.

Ont. ] UntoNy Bank oF CaNADA ¢ ULARK. {March 11,

Suretyship—Dcath of surely—Conlinuence—Powers of execu-
tors—Extension of time—=Simple conlract of swrelyship—
Release of one surety under seal—Confirmation of original
contract.

C. and others executed an agreement not under seal, by
which they undertook tu guarantee payment of advances by a
bank to an industrial eompany. The guarantee was to he eon.
tinuing and the hank could deal with rhe seeuvities for such ad.
vances as it saw fit, the doetrines of law and equity in favour of
a surety pot to apply thereto. One of the sureties wishing to be
discharged, s doeument under seal was executed by the others
for the purpose. and the parties therehy ratified and confirmed
the said guarantee and agreed to he hound as if the diseharged
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