
THM EMONETARY T INMES

THOMSON, HENDERSON & BELL,
BARRBTERS, SOLICITORS, ho.

D. R. THOMSON, Q.C
DA*IUi HzNIb>tin , Offices

GÉORGE BELt, boad of Trade ,.'ildings
JOHN B. HOLDaN, TORONTO.

WM. LOUNT, Q.C. A. H. MARSH, Q.C.
W. A. CAMERON, M.A. GEO. A. KINGSTON.

Omble Addtme.-" larshi Toronto."

LOgNT, MARSH CAMERN,
RAnRutrfRM, sot itons, &C.

Solicitors for the Trust and Loan Co'y of Canada and
for the Standard Bank.

fé MOto45o St., TÔ10WTO. Telephone 4

LYON LINDsKY.G. G. s. LINDSEY.
LNOSEY & LINBSEY,

Barristers, Solicitors, Notaries, and
Convoyancers.

Pacific Buildings, 23 Scott Street, TORONTO.
TELEPHONE M0"4 - - Money to Loan

OfAWA.

LATCHFORD 4 MURPHY,
BEdrltalmrq Ietafl, NdI1d%,' ho.,

Parliamentary and DepartmeItaI
Agents.

Ofces, 19 Bgin St., N.B. Cer. Sparks and Elgin Sts.
OTTAW.

TelephoneS.
F. R. LATCHFORD, CHAS. MURPHY.

W 86#89,MiNAI 6 MULKERN,
Barristers, soucitors, .

Office-Corner Richmond and Carling Streets,
tôdqDd,61er.

GEO. C. GIBBONS, Q.C.

0.-MILEÈRN.

GEO. M'NAB.

FRRD.FP. RARPER

'CUNNINGHAM, Guelph.-Fire Insurance and• Real Estate. Properties valued Counties ofWellin gon, Halton, Duffenn, Grey, Bruce, and HuronCoetei onthly. Telephone 195.

H ENRY F. J. JACKSON, Real Estate and General
B kFinanciti and Assurance Agency, King Street,Brockville.

E PORGE P. JEWELL, F.C.A., Public Ateôntant
andad Auditor. Office, No. 198 Queen's Avenue,

WINNIPEG City Property and Manitoba Fartns
bought, sold, rented, or exchanged. Money loanedOr invested. Mineral locations. Valuator, InsuranceAgent &c. WM. R. GRUNDY, formerly of Toronto.

r 6 frears In business in Winnipeg. Office, 490 MainStreet. P. O. Box 284.

COTJNtIES Grey and Bruce Collections made on
conoission. lands valued and sold, notices served.

Z eneral financial business transacted. Leading loan&PianMe, lawyers and Wholesale inerchants given asireferen<.

I. H. MILLER, Hanover

THOAS CLARKE, Manfaott*ers' rAgent,8.King
Street, St. John, N. B. Excellent references.

DECISIONS IN COMMERCIAL LAW.

DREw v. CuY.-The action was brought to
enforce by injunction a covenant not to carry on
a business similar 1tothat ètied on by another
lessee of thé pláintiff's nadibd Rowen. The
covenant was ó@ttitdiked idd léeëe made by the
plaintiff to thé Aetltd Štaâd dO., of whom the
defendant was assigne. Ro*ed, another lessee
of the pla'ntiff ,was à hGtel-keeper and carried
on a restaurant éd licensed pfeinises connected
with the hotel, and the fétierant of the com-
pany was to the effect that they would not carry
on the business of a restaurant similar to

o*èt'à Iftlt té thé adsitiédlft the com-
pany had carried on a restaurant on the demised
premises, at *hih thèy §oMd te, coffee, pastry
and cold meat, but not any hot meat except
beef pies, which was not objected to. After
their assignment to the defendant he .continued
.o carry on a similar business, but in addition
sold hot meats and other things not sold bv the
conpany The defendafit, however, had not a
license, and his business was on a smaller scale,
a"d his prernises of an iferior class to that of
Rowen, and his prices were much lower. The
Court of Appeid in England thought that the
addition of hot tneats to the defetidant's bill of
fare was a violation of the covenant, and that
the test of similarityjwan not whethet they sold
alcoholic drinks, or were similar in appearance,
but whether ihe defendant s restaurant was so
like Rowen's as seriously to compete with it.

IN Rt SASSERTMAITÉ.-Chattels settled by
a husband on his Wife hy post fiùptial settle-
ment, and being in a bouse which is the natri-
monial doinicile at the date of the husband's
bankruptcy, are not in the apparent posession
of the husband within the meaning of the Bills
of Sale Act, though the settlement is not regis.
tered under that Act, if the possession is con-
sistent with the trusts of the settlement, ac-
cording to Vaughan Williams, J.

GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY v. PALMER.-
Where a railway company issues a ticket on
which a notice is printed, that it is only to be
used to the station named thereon, the passen-
ger holding such ticket, provided the notice is
brought home to him, is not entitled to travel
beyond such station, and merely pay the ordi-
nary single fare for the extra journey travelled.
According to Wills, and Wright, J.J., such a
ticket constitutes a special contract between
the railway company and passenger.

CovTY oF Gr.OUCESTER BANK v. RUDRY
MERTHYR COLLIBRY CO.-It was decided by
the Court of Appeai in England, that where
by the articles of association of a company

the directors are empowered to fix by resolu-
îidn what riumbers of directors shal be a
quorum, whether any or wbat quorum has been
so fixed is a mere matter of the internal man-
agement of the company, as to which a pur-
chaser for value (e.g. a mortgagee) is not con-
cerned to enquire. Such a purchaser will,
'terefore, ile takes in good faith and without

further no e of any irregularity, acquire a
good title even though, in fact, the number of
directors by whose authority the contract was
made, or the corpo -ate sal affixed, was less
than that prescribedc boe resolution afore-
said.

" MoRocco BOUND II SYNDICATE v. HARRIS.
-The English cou-r, in the view of Kekewich,
J., have no jurisdiction to restrain by injutiction
an infringement, in one of the countries of the
copyright union, of the international copyright
granted by the Berne convention, although the
party aga4 nst whom proceedings are taken is a
B3ritish subject residing in England.

INFRINGING A TRADE MARK.

A German firm was punished last month be-
fore an English court by fine and forfeiture for
i.îLinging a Sheffield brand. One Mr. Hein-
tich Ka îfmann, of Solingen, conceived the idea
of maki ng a %rade mark very like the celebrated
mark of Messrs. Joseph Rodgers & Sons. Then
he entered upon negotiations with Messrs. Kay-
ser & Glossop, of Eyre street, Sheffield, to make
cutlery goods bearirng said ma -k. On the trial,
before the Sheffield iagistrate, expert evidence
was called to show that the tulip and crossed
daggers of the German firm sufficiently resem-
bled the star and Maltese c-oss of Joseph Rod-
gers & Sons fo mislead the average East Indian
native, and the words of the Act are "lso closey
resembling as to be calculated to deceive."
These goods were for Lhe Indian, and not for
the English, market, and the defendant admii-
ted his acquaintance with their destination. It
is well known in the Sheffield trade, that the
natives in the Tndian bazaars cannot read
English, and rely on the marks and the general
appearance of the goods. But furthermore,
,.he defendant placed on the scales, made in
Sheffield, the words "German manufacture "-
words which were obviously untrue, and prob-
ably also an infringement of the clause of the
Marks Act, which deals with false indications
of origin. The stipendiary imposed 'a fine of

0 guineas, with the forfeiture of six gross of
razor scales. This should be a warning to
manufacturers in Sheffield that the Merchan-
dise Marks Act is not a statute to be lightly
•egarded.
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