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CHANGE OP PATBOINYMIC.5

Why permit a mnan txe change his naine? Who benefits by it?
True, it doms enable the individual who effects the change te
deoeive the public. This is, indeed, its very object and purpose.
But ie it consistent with public policy that sucli change of naine
ehould be permitted; and shouid the State be asked to go oven
further and assist the individual te pass hjinself off as sometliing
he ie flot?

Modern law accentuates the iniportance of protecting coin-
me.,ciaI interests, as well as the general public in every way, by
preventing deception frein being practised upon it. The alto-
gether maodemn doctrines of Unfair Trade now prohibit one mer-
chaUt froin dressing up bis goods te resemble in shape and colour
those of a rival, provided that hie purpose is te deccive the public
into the idea that they are really purchasing hie rivai's goods and
not his; nor can, mndeed, a man employ his own naine in trade, if
hie purpose ini doing se is clearly to deceive the public. In viow
of these absolutely established and nocessary refineinentie and
restrintions, it becomes ovident that if a mnan can no longer ho
pennitted to pass off hie manufactured goods as the manufactured
goods of another, how much less should lie bo pormitted, by means
of a falsely assurned naine, te, pass hirnsalf off as semeone else.?

It is even douibtful whether any really good and valid reason
can be advan.ced for a change of naine. Whiere, under a will,
family estates are te devolve upon one not of the naine, blood and
linmage of the testator, it is questionable whether the naine of the
donee should ho perznitted te be changed as a condition of recei4Inng
the gif t. As in ail cases of change of naine, this is a deception,
notwithstanding that it ie permitted by law. The sole object can
only be to convey the idea of anoestry that does flot exiet, or to
gratify a rride, which a practical age lias ne turne te, wRste over.

Two recent instances of change of naine, eccurring in England
during the %var, =ny ho briefly advorted te: Sir Joseph Y'enas and
C<harles Alfred Vernon were prosecuted, some two ye.ars ago for
aiding the enemy. Jonas -was forxnerly Lord Mayor of Sheffield.
Both were founýd guilty and sentenced-Jonas te pay a fine of
£2,000 and Vernon to puy a fine of £ 1,000. At the trial of these
persons, it %vas claimed that both were boru in Germnany but were


