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h ehould thereafter be paid to him, and the trustees, bond fide,
- eontinued to, pay it to the niortgagor for about a yesr and a haif,

when the plaintiff brought the present action claiming ti recovr
A ail income which had vecrued since the giving of the notice; but

e' Sargent. J., who tried the action, held that the mere giving of
notice off/the xnortgage wa8 not equivalcat to taking possession

MI of the mortgaized pr perty, but had no further effect than theI giving notice of a mnrtgage of real etate, and did flot deprive
the mortgagor of th( right to continue to rec,,eive the ineomc.
Fl held therefore th-it the action faiied as againot the trustees,:

but ho was aigo of th-. opinion that even if the payment werc
wrong, it n'as a case fer granting the trustees relief under the
Judiciai TrustceL- Act. 1896. s. 3 (seei IR.S.O. c. 121, s. 37>. ~'
that it was not neessary for thcm to p]cad the Act as a defence.

*TRADr NIAR K-A PPIACATION 'PO RF. ÎITFR - SVRNAME "'RANW-
FORD."

Iii rc Craitford (1917) 1 Ch. 5,50. This was an application
to register the name "Crawford]" as a trade mark for bi>ýc1itq,
eakei and shortlhread, andl the application was refused. h* ap-
pcaring that it wvas a cominon surname iii Seot]and, and not un-
comnion in England, a1though it was shewn that the name ha-d

* . been identified for twenty years with the applicants' poods, for
whieh thev had acqluircdç n extensive t rade in Seotland anid

* - England.

* i RAILWAY-('ARRIAGE 0F G'OOlS-- OW1E Si RISK CONSIGNMENT
* NOT-CONIRITTON - NON-DELIVEîY 0F ANY CON 1GN-

M FNT."

Grrat IVc.tern R!I. C'o. v. Wills (1917) A.C. 148. This n'as
an ippeal from the d"oision of the Court of Appeal. 191-5. 1
K.B. (noted ante voi. M . p. 234). The case turne upon the con.-
struetion of a consigamnent note for 752 carcasses of froz-n mut-
ton, wherehy it wua provided thut theý should ho carried at a
rédueed rate aiid that the (lefendant r 1 wy company oudh
relieved froin 'ail liahility for Icdariage, midlvrdelayj or detention'' unicess arising froxa the wilIul misconduet of their
servants. but not from Pny liability the3' i,,wht othcrwisc incur
in the case of " non-dclivery of any package ùr consigument

yul an(] properiy addressed'' and that "no dlaim iii respect ofq goods for losse or damnage during the transit" should be allo>wed


