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~ JUDICIAL GO\{MITTEE OF THE PRIVY COUNCIL.
Lords Macnaghten, Atkinson, Shaw and Mersey.] [Nov. 1, 1910,

Burrard PowER Co. v. Tag KiNag.

Constitutional law—Water rights—Ratlwey belt of British Col-
umbia—Dominion or provinciel jurisdiction,

Appeal from the judgment of the Supreme Court of Canada
afirming the decision of the Exchequer Court (see ante, vol. 48,

332) A grant was made to the appellants of certain water
rxghts in the railway belt of British Columbia by the Commis-
sioners purportmg to act under the Statute of British Columbia
in that behalf.

Held, that this grant was invalid in that these water rights
were vested in the Dominion Government and not in the Provinee
of British Columbia, consequently the Provmcml Legislature
could not deal with them, _

Lajleur, K.C.,, and Hamer Greenwood, for appellants. New-
combe, K.C., and Bateson, K.C., for respondents,

Lords Macnaghten, Atkinson, Shaw and Mersey.] [Nov. 1, 1910,

Stanparp Ingan Co. v. SanNrrary ManuractruriNg Co.
Trade -mark—*Standard.’’

Appeal from the judgment of the Court of King's Bench for
Quebec which confirmed a decision ¢® the Superior Court of that
province. By the jndgment of the L.urt of King’s Bench the
defendant was restrained from using the word ‘‘Standard’’ in
connection with certain articles upon which that word was
stamped or #'om advertising or from so deseribing his wares and
merchandise. The plaintiff was an American corporation, the

_defendant a Canadian company.

Held, that the word *‘Standard’’ cannot properly be registered
as the trade mark under the Canadian Trade Mark and Design
Act of 1879,

Sheplsy, K.C., Lafleur, K.C., and C. A. Pope, for appellants.
Doherty, K.C., and Trikey, for respondents,




