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Ieged oceurred in the L :e of Kuriz and Co. v. Spenco, 58 L.T.
Rep. 438. These lett-ra contained threats of legal proceedingsq
for infringement-of a patent, and the plaintiff wam periitted to
put them iii evidence for the purpose of establishing -hi righit
of action as a hallder of a patent against a person so threatening
uîider the provisions of s.. 32 of the Patents Act, 1883. The niere
use of the words " without prejudice " in the letters afforded no
protetion to the writer in the par-ticular circumstances. The
question was again fully considered and deait with in the ciiéie of
Re Daintrry: E~x parie Ilt, 69 L.T. Rep. 257; (1893) 2 Q.B.
116. A debtor wrote to one of hi. creditors a letteî' headed

I without prejudice," i whiceh ho offered to coxnpotind the debt
qowviîg on certain ternis, and at the sanie tiine %ttited that lunless

these terme were aecepted lie would suspend paynient of his
dehts. Such a notice to a creditor of an intention t&c suspend

j payînent was a clear act of bankruptcy, and it was heid that it
could be proved ini the 'bankruptey proceedings which were
thereupon instituted, the rnere placing of the 'vords at the head
of the letter affording no -protection to the writer. The court
defined the conditions upoin which the exclusion of privileged
commzunications is based, and laid it down that a notice of an set
of -bankru-ptey could not be given "withouit prejuidice,' beeause
die document in question was one which froin its character mighit
prejudicially affect the creditor whether or inot lie accepted the

» ternis offered.
lt will thus be seen that the courts are jealous to prevent any

abuse of a privilege whiel lias its legititnate uses, but which

IIiýght involve injustice if not strictly confined ta the purrose

for which it w'as instituted.-Lait Times.


