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NEOSTYLE ENVELOPE CO. v. BARBER-ELLIS
LIMITED.

Cantract Sale of Iiight to Mamu facture aiid Seli Iatcnit(d En-
velopes-Agr(ement to Puy loyaltius-Brufrh - Justifi.ca-
tion-Representations-Post Off ice R ýgulationýs - Evi.-denc
-Repudation of Caniruet-Grant to Aniothr of Exclusive
Riqht to Manuifacture aid 8clt-Diity to Mlitigate L<,ss.

Appeal by the plaintiff compaiiy froni the *;udvrment ofÇ Fxi,-
CONBRTDGE, C.J.K.B., 4 O.W.N. 1585, disnissing the~ action.
whieh was brought for damiages for breach of a eoniract.

The appeal was heard by MEREDim C..J.O.. MACLARFN.
MAoEII, and IIommns, *J.JA.

f'. S. MacInnes, K.C., and Christopher C. Robinson, for the
al)pellaflt company.

G. II. Kilmer, K.UC., for the defendant company, the respond-
ent.

The judgment of flhe Court was dlvr hy MEREDITII,

C.J.O., who, after setting, out the agreemet and referring to
the pleadings and th flinng of the trial ,Judge, procceded: -

It may b(, aisumie in faivour of the rpspoiîdent that what
the parties were nottigaotwas the riglit to manufacture
and sell envelopves that, to use the language of the Chief Justice,
*'wrould answer the requirenients of the ('anadian post office
department so ais t o send the inatter enclosed therein at the lower
rate of postaige;" anid it may be that, if the only envelope that
wais eovered by the patent and which the respondent had ac-
quired the right to nianufae-ture trnd sel,11ia the enve'iope ex.-
.hibit 7, a, b, e, and d1, il wouhi have bwn -ope to conclude
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