
COUR. SUPÉRIEURE. capacity in respect of the alleged, words ln

MÂ&LEIgAE, 10 septembre 1890. the sense complained of.

Coram GGNÉ, J.The Court (DAY, J., and IIÂWRANiCNi, J.) held

j. ~ Coa GAGNÉ v J OUUR, etDFORe tbat the action wus not maintainable, anif

J. OUTRIE ~.J. ouTIUE~ e Duounetgave judgment for the defendant

COUTURIER, Opposants.

8ocQétj-Saiie de la partie inldivi&se d'un des CHANCERY DIVISION.

co.asso02E5. LONDON, Nov. 10, 12, 1890.

jUgÉ :4-Que les biens d'une sociétê, ni la partie Before KAv, J.

indivise d'un des co-as8ociè8, ne peuvent être RIHiD . BuSp

saisi, pour la, dette d'un des CO.«ssociés. lrd-mr - Special and distinctive Woede

Jugement- used before 1875- User as a Trade-mark-

"'Considérant que les effets saisis en cette Aoitio wit other Words and Jarcs.

causa sont la propriété des opposants, savoir This was a motion to expunge two trade.

la société commerciale "lDufour & Couturier,' marks, "Monopole" and 'l'Dry, Monopole,"

gt qu'ils l'étaient lors de la dite saisie; used in connection witli champagne, and

IlConsidérant que le jugement obtenu Par registered on July 28, 1882e by Messrs Heidi,

le demandeur, n'a pas été rendu conr la sieck & Co., of Rheims, under the R'egistra-

dite société, mýais contre l'un des associés seu- tion of Trade-marks Act, 1875, si. 10, as ce a

lement, savoir, le dit défendeuir; utspecial and distinctive word or words used as

IlConsidérant que le demandeur ne peut a trade-maark before the passing of this Act."

faire saisir les biens de la dite société, ni The motion was made on the grounds (1).

même la partie indivise du défendeur dans that the words were not special aud distlnc-

les effets saisis ; tive, and (2) that the words had not been

"Maintienit l'opposition en cette cause, etc." used atone, but always in association with

Angers & artin pour les Opposants. other words or marks. The aleged user

J. SPerrauli pour le demandeur. related to labels, wrappers, corks, and es.m

àc .) The label on each bottle bore the words
.4 Monopole"I or "lDry Monopole»" in Roirian

QUEEFN'S BENCH DIVISION. letters, with the words Il eidsiieck & cqo.,
LONDON, Oct. 28, 1890. Rheims, established 1876," underneath in a

TitE MATOR, ALDERME§N, AND CITIZENS 0F runlling hand. The wrapper round euch

MÂNOZ!0TErl v. WILLAMîzS. bottle wus substantially similar to the labl'

IÀbe2-CorporatiOn-PO wer to M[aintaîn Action. The corks were branded on the aides with

Point of law set down to be disposed of the words "Monopole"I or IlDry Monopole,
and on the bottom with a comet with Il lieid.

before trial. .c o laon t h ae nwih
Action by the mayor, aldermen, and seicl o"aon tTeCssi ho

citiensof ancestr torecverdamgesthe wine was sold bore on one aide the brand

from the, defendant for a libel writteli and of "lMonopole," and at one end the brand of

caused by lm to b. printed in thé' 1fanchema- "Ueidsieck & Co.," in a circular or semi-

Mar Examiner and Tlms, meati ng as the circular form, and the word IlRheims" rlua-

plaintifts allege that bribery and corruption ning acroas an anchor.

existed in three departmelnts Of the Man- ICÂTI J., said that in order to, registû~ a

chester CltY Couj!cll, aud that the plaintiffs word or words of this kind, not being fancy

were elther parties thereto or culpably ignor- words,ý it was necessary that they should

stthereof, and that the said bribery and have been used, sud used by themselves, as

anrtio prvailed to such an extent as to trade-marks beforu the passing of the Act;
crdrpeionsay an inquiry by a parliameIi- that the user of the word ais a trade-mnark

renar nefliay ameant the impressing of that word either on
tary comxml"siôn1

Th eendant objected that a municipal the goode or some wrapper or case containlng

ooprThede could not sue in iti corporate te goods bi sucli a way as that th. publie
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