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alfter this wrote to the solicitor saying that ail the other bis

Were agreed to, and paid, SO that this was the only bill out-

S9tanding. The solicitor moved to discharge the order for

iregularity. It was contended on lis behaif that the bis

Were in substance one bill, and that it was not open toth

cl"it to obtain an order of course for the taxation of part of

a bill: Ili re Byrchi, 8 Beav. 124 ; hi' rc JolInson, 3 7 Ch. D. 43 3;

IkI r" L-1W, 21I Beav. 481I ; Il' rc Worr('ll, 22 Beav. 634 and 1W'

Ye,3 3 Beav. 4 12, were relied on ; but North, J., held that as

the 8olicitor admitted there was nothing due to hlm and it

WaS a simlple question whether or not he had been overpaid,

the order was regular; though he conceded that it would

havle been irregular, if anything çould have been fouind due

tO the Solicitor, to obtain an order of course containing a

direlction than on the taxation of one bill ail the clients' docu-

'ents should be given up to them. His decision was affirmned

by the Court of Appeal (Lindley, Lopes and Kay, L.JJ.,) who

proceeded on the ground that there were seven bis and not

Orle, and that after the letter written by the new solicitor,

1f0o'e Of the other bills could be taxed.

1 IG uN- REG IST RATI ON-N OVE 1TY.

'n -W (Yarkc's jicsiz<n, 01896) 2 Ch. 38, the Couit of Appeal

held that-Y Lopes and Kay, L.JJ.) disagreed with North, J., and

110 tata design for an electric lamp shade, which differed

0fllY from shades previously used for gas lamps, in the omis-

SlOn of a chimney, had no such novelty or originality in the

dlesigil as to entitle it to registration under the Patents, De-

igsand Trades Marks Acts.

MARK -TRAI)E NAME -NON-DESCRIPTIVE TRAUDE MARK-&' YORKSHIR~E RF'-

1-1S1 "-USE 0F NAME FOR SIMILAR ARTTCILE-~MISLFAI)ING ORDINARY BUYER-

1
14JUNCTION.

'n' POWC// v. Birmligia)fl Vi1ncgar Urewcilig- Co., (1896) 2 Ch.

54, the plaintiff succeeded in vindicating his right to the

exelIsveuse of the namne of IlYorkshire Relis 1 " for a certain

Sau1ce mnanuifactured by him, and to restrain the defendants

fror'l applying the samne naine to a sauce manufactured by

then The trade of the plaintiff was large and profitable,


