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thing like our syrup of spruce guiu, and nîake

people buy it insteail of ours. The question

whether tbe tbings were exactly tbe saine did

not ariselbere. If it appeared that tbe Nuns bad

made a bottle for tbe saine object, with a suffi-

cient resemblance to deceive the public, tbey

would bave heen witbiu the law. lu this in-

stance, tbe tbiugs were of convenieut size, and

they bad been îîro<luced to speak, for tbcmselves.

[Here tbe learned Judge beld up two bottles, one

of eacb of tbe syrups, whicb dîff ered greatly in

cobmur and external. appearauce.] Tbe Court was

asked, as reasonable buman beiugs, to say that

these botties; could he mistaken for one anotber.

Tbe exterual appearance wvas different, and the

internal contents were different. That disposed

of the most important brancb of the case, tbat is,

the special wrong wbicb Messrs. Kerry à Co.

had alleged ag-ainst tbese ladies. His Honour con-

tiuued, that unless; bis attention hadi been parti-

cularly drawn to tbe declaration, he wonld not

readily bave ob-.erv-,l tbat tbere was another

brancbi of (lama.-es allegedl bere of a very pectiliar

chraracter. The allegation. was to thîs eifect:

these ladies being a charitable corporation, au(l

having heexi incorporated for i irposes of cbarity,

coull not be -iubjected t, aux taxes, andl vet c!ar-

ried on the 1 nluiess of njstcaî,alul diml si)

t, tbc injnry of 1,laiuitiff,, :nd tbat tii,- laintilf-.

bad a direct actiomu ag-aiuit t1la mues to U'111-

pel tbemi to pay darîmages foi- ba'tin,, t1hus (arriedl

on business. Takiug it for g-rante-u for a, moent

tîsat lamiages bad l)een establîsbel, dil sncb in

action lie. The code sayï au action miay be

brougbt where iujurv b 7las been caused by ano-

ther's fauît. Ilis Ilonour could not sec that the

responlents liad doue tbe appellants any hanu

by tbe selliug of tbis Spruce Gum. It w'as a re-

medial î reparation, and charitable corporations

'had neyer been precluded from makiug sncb

tbings. Governurents in France interfered wben

such tbings canie to be an abuse. But tbe Court

was asked bere to.say to what extent these people

were to use their privileges. His Honour did not
feel disposed to enter uipon tbis groiind at ahl.

He conId not conceive that these ladies bad at al

violated their charter. Tbere was a difference in

the tbings. It was well known there was two

trees-one épinette blanche, andi the other épi nette

rouge. Messrs. Kerry & Co. called tbeir's, syrup

of red spruice gum. There wa-s littie gum in tbe

red spruce, wbi]e tbe épinette blanche was full of

gym. Mr. Justice Cross bad made some bistor-

ical resea.rcbes, and fouud tbat tbis was a very

ancient remedy. and Jacques Cartier, in bis first

voyage, spoke of having citred tbe scurvy by an ex-

tract of épinette -a reine(y wbicb bad been learu-

ed from tbe Indians. Perbaps it was in allusion

to this that Mr. Gray had a wild Indian, liaif

clad, qitting on a stone, in blis trade-mark. The
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judgment aiîpealed from was a good one, and

muust be confirmed.
C Rtoss, J., cited from Canadian bistory to show

that the remedy sold hy the Nuins was well
known formerly. Hie remiarked that in bis indi-

*vidual opinion the question wbether these ladies

i ad the rigbht to trade was sufficiently raised in

the case, and as the Court below had decided

a- ainst them on this point the plaintiffs ouglit to

be allowed the costs on the incidentai demand.

But this was only his own opinion. Judgment

iconfirmed.-Montrcal Lejgal Ncwrs.
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ACCEPTOIt.-See BILL8 AND) NoTES, 1, 3, 5.

AiDE,,PTi'i,.--Sce BEQU EST.

AiDJA(EiNT ýSUPPORtT.- Sce EFEMNT.

FAJiVOCATE.--See ATrTORNEY ANI) (CLIENT, 1.

AOEFNT. Sec P~RINCIP'AL ANTD ACENT.

AGRtEEMNENT.--Sec ('ONTRACT.
AMmOITY.-Sec WILL, 1.

ANUI ENT LAIITS.
l au action for obstruction of ancient lightis,

it alprarel that plaintiff was entitled to
aecess of liglît, 1w prescniption, and that defend-
ant liai ,Iiuinisbed the li-lit b y er"etingý a
bigb building opp1 snite, lot that thre %xvas still
lighit eîîoui,,I for the business carried on in

plaintiffs preinses. (KBSC.J., in-
structed the jury that they should bring in sub-
stautial dainages, if the.y found tbat the light
had bec-n sensibly diniinishecl, so as to affect

Fthe value of the prelmses, either for the I)ur-
Fposes for wbich they had been preý.iously used,

or for any pur pose for which they were lîkely
to be used in the future. Defendants contend-
ed tbat the damages shouid be nominal, unlems
it apeare(l that the prernises were injured for
the purposes for whichi they had always been,
and were stili, used. Held, that the instruction
of the juulge was correct.-Martin v. Goble (1
Camp. .420) questioned. Moan'e v. Hall, 3 Q
B. D. 178.

ANIMUS MANENDI. -See DOMICILE.
ANNUITT.

A testator gave an annuity to bis son, with
cesser and a gift over " if hie sba11 do or per-
mit any act, deed, matter, or thing whatsoever,
wbvereby the saine shahl be aliened, charged, or
incumbered. " Tihe annuitant conîmitted an
act of bankruptcy by failing to answer to a
dehtor's summnous. Held, that the annuity
thereupon ceased.-Ex parte eyston. I'n re,
Thirockînortoi?,, 7 Ch. 1). 145.

ANTICIPATION.
A married woman, entitled under a will to

£400 a year for bier separate use, wvithout power
of anticipation, joined witb bier busband in
mortgaging bier iuterest under tbe will, by per.
petrating a gross fraud upon the mortgagee as
to tbe restraixlt upon anticipuation. Tbe mort-


