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POWELL (APPELLANT) v. T-E

BIRMINGHAM VINEGAR
BREWERY COMPANY

(RrESPONDENTS).

Traa'e Mine-"1 Yorkeshire Relis/z" Case.
Wlîen a trader has long been the

sole maker of a particular kind of
article, and called it by a non-
descriptive trade naine by whicli
alone the article lias become known
in tie mîarket, a rival trader is flot
at liberty to make and seli a similar
article under the sanie nanie unless
lie so distinguishes bis goods as to
preveîit their being nistakeîi for the
goods of the original nialier, and
affirrning the decision of the Court
of Appeal, L. R. (1896) 2 Chy. 54,
lield that the appellaîît wvas iîot
entitled to use tlîe naine "Yorkshire
Relish " in connection wvith an)- sauce
other tlîan tlîe respondents' without
clearly distinguishing sucli sauce
froni tlîat of tlîe respondetîts.

UNITE~D STATES.

WEBER v. SHAY.
[46 N. E. REP. 377.

Solicitorýt-Service.ç to Pi-event Inzdic&-
mL'flt qf Client.
A contract by an attorney at lawv

to render services to prevent the
flnding of an indictmneît against one
suspected of ciime is because of its
corrupting tendency illegal and void
and that without regard to the
attorney's belief as to the guilt or
innocence of the accused ; and the
attorney cannot recover for such
services. (Ohio Supreme Court.)

TURNER v. ST. CLAIR TUNNEL
Co.
[7o N. W. REP. 146.

Persojial ZziyNggnre- Inter-
nzational .La-z.
Defendant was en gaged in con-

structing a tunnel under the St.
Clair River, the boundary between
Michigan and Ontario. Plaintiff

wvas cnîployed iii Michigan by defeîî-
dants in the work on the Michigan
side and was aftervards directed to
the Ontario side to work and white
there was injured.

Held tlîat ivhether or not defen-
dants were liable oui thie ground. of
niegligence ini puttiîg the defendant
upon- a dangerous work without
proper safeguards was to be deter-
mined according to Ontario law.
(Mich. Supreune Court.)

FIDELlTY & CASUALTY CO. v.
FORDYCE.

- (41 S. W. RaP. 420.
-emipiuers' LaiiyZzuzze

Whliere a policy provides for pay-
ment of sun for whîich tlîe insured
i"Cmay become hiable for" in dam-
ages for personal injuries, and that
the insuring company shahi have
charge of the defence in litigation
against the insured in respect there-
of, the liability of the company
iccrues wheiî the insured's liability
bas been flnally determined and flot
until after thie termination of a pend-
ing appeal froin the judgment at
trial. (Ark. Supreme Court.)

COMMONWEALTH v.
LANGLEY.

147 N. E. RE.P. 5 11.
FaIse Pretences-Corboraion.

An officer of a corporation who in-
duces persons to purchase worthless
stock by false and fraudulent repre-
sentations is guilty of obtaining
money under false pretences,
although the money néver became
bis but wvent to the corporation
and hie received rione of it. (Mass.
Supreme Court.)

PRYSE v. PEOPLES' BUILDING
ASSOCIATION.

[41î S. W. REP. 574.
1Interest-Bitzldiing Association Sys-

temi.
The obligation of borrowvinrý mera-

bers of a building association to pay
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