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Thë value of an invention mnade by' the servant and adopted by
bis master is flot competent ovidence with regard to, the ques-
tion of damages where by fhe ternme of thse contract, the çm-
ployer was te have-the use crf any invention made by the ser-
vant during tise stipulated period of empleyment ~

Il. Zoiney ivested in1, or expended me as te benéfit the defe21dant's
business.-If thse purchane of an interest in the employer 's busi-
ness wvas made a condition of the appointment of thse etuployé
to thse position from whieh he was renioved, thse jury nsay, in
assessing the daninges, take into account any loss that this pur-
chase has entailed 1. But an employé of an insurance company
is flot entitled to reeover as damages for hie dismissal premiums
paid by him upon a policy of insurance, if it was no condition
of hise employment that he should mesure'hie life, and there wae
no cc'nnection betweenr thse two contracte 2.

C. B. LABA.TT.

E contrit lnduced hlm to accept the priée naned in St for the patents, the
Y court said. 111t was wholly immaterial In this action what the patents were

r worth whcn P ï-ned. or whieh of the provisions of the contrnet induced th,
defendant in error to enter into St. The rSghPlts of the parties ivere to he
determnined by the ternie of the contract. Therc la nothing in the contract
to justify the contention of thé plaintiff that lie waa entitied to recover the
value of the patente at the tiine lie asgned thera, or at any other time,
beeaube lie wag not pernltted to continue in the service of the defendant
company so as to, dev'elop the patents, and thus iacrease the value of his
stock."

1 aev. La throp (189 1 18 Ind. App. 633.

v. Glasgoiv FIao Spinning Co. <1868) 5 Se. LR. 385 (plain-
tiff had purchased shares of the defendant cornpany upon being made Ste
nmanager).

j 2 ILabergp v. Equitable L. Aseur. Soo. (189.5) 24 Caa. 8.C. 595, Aff'g
Que, R. 3 Q.3. 513, whieh rev'd Que. R. 3 S.C. 334.


