
The judgment of the Court (MEREDITHî, C.J.,
soNi,, J.) was delivered by

MEREDITH, 0.J. :-The respondents were the "ID
turers of the piano, and their corporate nome is The 'M
]Risch Piano Company, Limited, and their place of bv
Toronto, and there was admittedly a stdffcient comI
'with the provisions of the Act to which I have refe:
staMping of the words "Mason & llisch," Toronto,
stamping on the piano of the name and addres., of the
facturer, bailor, or vendor within the nieaning of sec.

1 have no doubt that staxnping the piano with tbE
"Mason & Itisch " afforded ail the means of informa

intending subsequent purchasors or xnortgagees that th
lature intended to be placed within their reach by the r
ments of sec. 1, as to the naine of the manufacturer,
or vendor, but unfortunately, as 1 think, the legislati(
not permit of the Court holding that anlything othe
that whleh it lias prescribed as necessary shail be a
ance with the statute, even though that wbich ia don
the opinion of the Court as effetive for the end whi
Legisiature intensled to attain as that which it bas n
to ho done to protect the conunon law riglit of the ovu
the chattel'

The decided cases on analogous statutes in rny c
comipel us to give this strict construction to the lang-u
sec._1 Low v. Routledge, 33 L. J. Ch. 717; Pen>
'Marty. El. B. & ELI 499;- Ath-in & Co. v. wardle, 61

N.S. 23; Nassau v. Tyler, 70 L. T. N. 9. 376.
The provisions of flic agreement material to this i

are:

(1) The acknowledgxnent of the receipt by Thuo&
the respondents of the piano and a stool and drape, th;i
of whieh is stated to be $300.

(2) That they are received on lire for 43 monthiý

per month, payable in advance.

(3) That the $300 is to be paià1 by Thody in th(
of thue piano being iujured, destroyed, or not returned
repondents ou demaind in good order, reasonable we
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