THE MONETARY TIMES.

187

Leading Barristers.
G. 8. MACDONALD Telephone J. A. MACINTOSH
NBIL M'CBIMMON No. 1941, 2. H. MACNEE

Macdonald, Macintosh & McCrimmon

Law Offices, Canada Life Chambers
TORONTO.
Cable Address, ' Macks,” Toronto.

8/BBONS, McNAB & MULKERN,

Barristers, Solioitors, &e¢.,

Office—Corner Richmond and Carling Streets,
LONDON, ONT.

P. MULKERN.

Leading Barristers.

THOMSON, HENDERSON & BELL,

BARRISTERS, SOLICITORS, &c.
D, E. THOMSON, Q. O.

DAVID HENDERSON, Offices
GEORGE BRLL, Board of Trade Buildings
JOHN B. HOLDEN, TORONTO.

Meredith, Clarke, Bowes & Hilton,
Barristers, Seliciters, Netaries, &c.
Queen City Chambers, 3 Church Street, Toronto.
Telephone No. 403.

GEO. 0, GIBBONS, Q. 0. GEO. M'NAB. g'é'&ggs‘l‘i‘h' Q.C. % li %15‘&‘:- QG
FRED. F. HARPER. Charles Bwabey.
WM. LOUNT. ALFRED H. MARSH,  W. A. CAMERON We

LOUNT, MARSH & CAMERON,
Barristers, Solicitors, Notaries and
Conveyancers.

Offices, 256 Toronto 8t., Toronto.

Wx. Loynr, Q.C. A. H. MAmsH, Q.C.

‘W. A. CAMERON.
Telephone No. 45.
Registered Cable Address, ' Marsh, Toronto."

MACLAREN, MACDONALD, MERRITT
& SHEPLEY.

Barristers, Solicitors, &c.,
Union Loan Bnildings, 28 and 30 Toronto Btreet,
TORONTO.

3. 3. MAOLAREN, Q.0.
W. M, MBRRITT

¥. B, MIDDLETON

A. ¥, LOBB,

J. H. MACDONALD, Q.C.
G. ¥. SBAEPLAY, Q.0s
RB. 0. DONALD,

FRANE W. MACLEAN,

do

o PRINTING

@ ot every description.
\/ MONETARY TIMES PRINTING CO.,
TORONTO. .
L N, GREENSHIELDS, Q.0.

R. A.E. GREENSHIELDS

SREENSHIELDS & EREENSHIELDS,

ADVOCATES
RBarristers and Selicitors.
1728 Notre Dame B8t., MONTREAL, OAN.
Oable Address, * S8hields.”

.
Leading Barristers.

Oslor, Toetzel, Harrison & McBrayne,

BARRISTERS. ETC.
HAMILTON, Ontario.

J. V. TEETZEL, Q.0
W. 8 MCBRAYNE.

B. B. OBLER, Q.C.
JNO. HARRIBON,

OTTAWA.

LATCHFORD & MURPHY,

Barristers, Selicitors, Netaries, &c.,
Parlia; tary and Depart tal
nts.
Offices, 19 Elgin Bt., N, E. Cor, Bparks and Elgin Ets
OTTAWA.

Telephone 359.

F. B. LATCHFORD. CHAS. MURPHY.

G. G 8. LINDEEY. LYON LINDSEY.

LINDSEY & LINDSEY,
Barristers, Solicitors, Notaries and
Conveyancers.

FREEHOLD LoaN BUILDING, cor. Adelaide and Vie
toria sts., TORONTO.
Telophone 2964, Money to Loan.

MILLAR, RIDDELL & LoVYESCONTE,
Barristers, Solicitors, Notarles, &c.

88 & 57 Yonge 8t., Torento.
Telephone 678. :-: Cable, * Rallim, Toronto."

W. R, RIDDELL. | CHAS. MILL AR. | R. 0. LEVEBCONTR

DECISIONS IN COMMERCIAL LAW.

Faezman v. Aswus.—The Supreme Court of
the United States holds that a re-issued
?&tent is invalid where it is not for the same
lnvention as the original patens.

Douear v. McZarray.—The English Court
‘_’f Appeal gives the following judgment regard-
ng overholding tenants under a yearly leage.
The action was for rent. Thelandlord had let
the demised premises for a year certain, at a
rent payable quarterly in advance. The term
®Xpired on February 1st, but the tenants con-
tinued in possession beyond that date. On the
25th day of February the landlord wrote de-
manding a quarter’s rent. The tenants did
n_ot anawer this letter, but remained in posses-
8lon, and on March 26th wrote the landlord to
the cffeot that they intended to discontinue
Possession, and gave him notice that they
Would not continue the same beyond the period
Tequired under thsir agreement, but that they
Wwould be glad if he would take up the premises
on the 14th May or even earlier. There waa
0o claim for nse and ocoupation, but the ten-
ants were willing to pay for use and ocoupation
UP to May 14th. The court found that this
?Vldenoe established that the tenants continued
o Possession with the consent of the landlord
88 his tenants, and that the presumption was
:h“ they did so on the terms of the expired
®ase, 80 far as applicable, as tenants from
Year to year, and must give-half a year’s notice
of their intended discontinuance of possession.

ALovxa:f,n MaNuracTURING CoMPANY V. CARY.—
sooordmg to the Bapreme Court of the United
d.tales, it does not amonnt to invention to
18cover that an old process is better in its
Tesults, when applied to a new working, than
1V;vould }mve _been expeoted, the difference be.
W.een its prior working and the new working
being only one of degree and not one of kind.
@ mere faot that one who uses a patented
Prooess finds it applicable to more extended
;1:;::&21 has been perosived by the patentee,
. a d'efenoe to a charge of infringement.
he publio cannot be deprived of an old pro-

cess becanse some one has discovered that it
is capable of producing a better result, or has
& wider range of use than was before known.
The extent to whioch a patented device has
gone into use is an unsafe oriterion even of its
actual utility; and while in a doubtful case
the fact that a patented article has gone into
general use is evidence of its utility, it is not
conolusive even of that, much less of its
patentable novelty. It is not a patentable
invention to apply old and well known
devices and processes to new uses in other and
analogous arte. If an old device or process be
put to a new use, which is not analogous to
tho old one, and the adaptation of the old pro-
cess to the new use is of sauch a character as
to require the exercise of the inventive faculty
to produce i, such new use has the merit of
patentability.

WasHINGTON AND GEORGETOWN RarLsoap Cou-

PANY V. ToBrINER.—This decision of the Su-
: fally made.

preme Court of the United States lays down
cleurly some of the duties of a street railroad
company to its passengers. It is the duty of
a street rallway compuany to safely carry and
deliver the passenger, and in 8o doing not only
to provide safe and convenient means of enter-
ing and leaving the cars, but to stop when the
passenger is about to alight, and not to start
the car until he has alighted. If the conductor
of a street railroad car negligently fails to ob-
serve whether a passenger has alighted, or
knowing that he has not, negligently starts
the car too soon, and in consequence of that a
sadden jerk of the ocar takes plauce and
throws him down and is the immediate
cause of his falling and injury, and the acoi-
dent would not have happened but for that
fact, such negligence hs might be imputed to

bim in being upon the steps of the car ounnot, bank during the intervals betwoen the days of

under the circumstances be properly held to
have been contributory negligence. The doty
resting upon a street railroad company is to
deliver its passengers, and that involves the
duty of observing whether he has actually
alighted before the car is started again; the
paesenger is entitled to be delivered safely by

being allowed to alight without danger.

CoMMERCIAL NATIONAL BANK oF PENNSYLVANIA
v. ArmsTRONG —The following decision of the
Supreme Court of the United States on the
liability of a bank receiving commercial paper
for collection is of interest. Where one bank
transmits to another bank commercial paper
for * colleotion,” nnder an agreement by it to
collect at par and remit the 1lst, 11th, and 21st
of each month, the relation between the two
banks as to the unoollected paper is that of
principal and agent ; and if such paper has been
sent by the agent bank to other banks for col-
leotion to whioh it is indebted, and the colleo-
tions, when made, are entered on their bocks as
a oredit to such indebtedness before the insolv-
ency of the agent bank is disclosed, they are to
be considered as reduced to the possession and
a8 having passed into the general funds of the
agent bank, and the relation of debtor and
oreditor between the agent bank and the bank
from which it receives the paper for collestion
is oreated us to euch collections when they are
Where a bank remits paper for
oollection to another bank, which latter bank
sends it to other banks, its sub-agents, for col-
lection, and then becomes insolvent, and the
moneys arising from such collections are sab-
sequently paid over by such sub-agent to the
receiver of the insolvent bank, they are trace-
able as separate and specific funds, and the
remitting bank is entitled to have them paid
to it by such receiver out of the aseets in hie
hands. Where a bank receives commercial
paper as agent, the indorsement to it ‘for
oollestion ” is notice $hat its possession is‘that
of agent and not of owner. Where one bank
transmits to another bank commercial paper
for collection indorsed * for collection ** under
an agreement by it to colleot at par and remit
the 1st, 11th, and 21st of each mouth, or at
stated intervals, oollections made by the latter

remitting are not under the agreement, and by
the custom of banking, special deposits and
the moneys thus received pass into the general
funds of the bank fo be used by it as other
funds, and when the day of remitting comes
the remittance is to be made out of such
general funds.



