
Lrties, and further crepnnedurinigwhc thd-
uidants asked the plaintifs, for d1elay'v. On the -t)Il, ber
ffl, thie defýndants' solicitor.s wroto thiat their e-liu1nîs de-

ined to abandon the useý of thie letter, "C. c. P, u
ined thiat thiey had a righit to uise flhemi,no ihtndg
0 plaintiffs' re gistratioil of their lmark;- andf oiu fli 2--10
-iober, 1900, thiis action comnen-edl. Thie pIlintifs> setemi
biave aciey setewhir ri1ghtsý froml the( time) they1% be-

rne aware thiat theyv were buing infrinigoe. Il coild( nlot
pretýndedI thiat theure Was suchl duLayv or aculce i s to.

-prive thie plaiintifsý of tirrighlts. 1il an 1)> case, it (-111l
dyv bear on the question of tho nature and 10tn o! it ro-
4f to beý givenl. Buit I thilik there is nothiing ini th1is 1as 0t
prive thie plainitiffs of thuir righit to fiw usuial ilidI"neltt

r an injunction. Ordlinarily they wNold a1so 1we ent11itl1,
ni] inquiry as to dlamages or proits, at their elect ion. Buit,

asmlucli as it dueos aperfromi thle evdeletat nio puir-
aser hias buen mi[sledý inito buying the defend(ants'podt
stead of the plit 1' think we mnay adt hecors
ken b)'y IRomer, J., in Hlodgson v. Kyn ,iochi, 1-- IR. P. C. 45
id restriet the plaintiffs to, an inquiry* as to darn11agu-. if, they
sist npon mnore than nominal damagea-c, reservîng the- (oats
the inquiry.
The appeal should be allowed withi costs.
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STEVENS v. DALY.

gUetMortag«Po.sgeM of 60(lcI UUl Detoeult-.>I,eilco of Re-
domie Qu#»&izre ithout Defitau-Colateru(l lv urly-

cov*mznt tu Keep up S~tock in Trade to Valueof ut Âmouat se<iirel
-Arrears,ý-Unp)aidl Interest--I8ýsie of WVrit o fbmoï-ul-

tion agefn8t Seling-Damage8.

Appeal by defendant from judgmenmt Of FALCONBRIDGE,
.iii favour of plaintiff for $200 danuages and coa)ts ini anl

jion for inaliciously and 'without reasonable and probable
,se~ issuiug a writ of summons against plaintiff, and falsdly
d rnaliciotusly and without reasonable and probable cause,
zixng and taking the plaintiff's goods under a chattel mort-

e.The ehattel xnortgage wvas collateral. to a land moifrt-
,,e made 'by plaintiff te defenidant, and the writ was in-
rsed wi th a claim. to recover the moneys secured by the


