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i.a,.ly, another decision of interest is reported from America.
The llepgood Plow Companly wtnt to law with one of their
emliployces to compel him to assign to theni certain letters pa.
tent, which he had caused to be issued to hin for improve-
iients in iron sulky plws.--The judge, however, held that
per>ois are not deprived of their right to their inventions,
.hile in the service of others. uiless they have been hi:ed and

paid to exercise their inventive faculties for their employers
t 1 Fed. R. 422).

Sutnient C<tton.

It lias been lîdd i Amerca that it is culpable negligence
for a railway company to ship cotton on open flat cars, without
taking additional precautions to insure the protection and
safety of the cotton. And a railway company was held liable
to the owner for the value of cotton lost wîhitl being trans-
portcd over its line'.on ,uch open flat cars. (i i Fed. R. 38o).

7rade M1arks.

.\n English case of considerable importance as to the law
of tradî:narks (73 L.. T. 76.) decides that a trade mark
whih h dàiatei that. the goods to which it is applied are the
production of a particular manufacturer, does tot (ease to be
the excltsive property of that manufacturer by reason of ils
also serving to indicate tu the public sane idea of quality, or
sire, or patteln 'lie Anmeican court%, including ti Supreime
Court of the United States, appcar to be generally of opin.
son that thie fact that a mark is indicative of quality, etc., is
suftig:îent to render it incapiable of being appropriated b a
particular ianuíacturer. even though, as a latter of fart, it
lias for a long series of year. beei used only by himu, and re-
prcsenis to the innd of the buyer not only that the goods are
of a special quality, etc., but that they are of his production
so that the quality signi(il.ance of the mark is allowed to ob-h
scure its individual signiticance. Of course in our courts the
;inglisi deci.ion would be followed, rather than the Aumerican.
Te singer Manufacturiung Co. have been nuch before the
comlits of late, in ligland, Canada, and the States, ini refer-
cnce to thei: " Sinecr Sewing \achines." The company
have, it mnav be observed, io monopoly in the manufacture of
sewing machines, thiicr patent having expired ycars ago, but
they have been seeking to establish an exclusive right to tht
vord "Singer" as their trade mark and propcrty. In the re

cent English case of the coiîpany against Loog (L.R. nS ch.
P. 395), one of the Englihl iudges ield'the company has es-
tablished this righît to the word " Singer " as their trade mark,
and that the defendant, I oo, whose unlicensed use of the
word was clearly proven, had entirely failed to show that the
name "Singer " wa' known to the trade as descriptive of sew
ing machines of a particular construction or character, no
nccessarily of the plainftifs' manufacture. The Court of Ap
peal, howecr, over-ruled this, and have decided that th
conpany have not any property or right in the word "Singer,'
so as to enable thenî to restrain any one fron describing hi
goods as "Singers," howenc:r he might qualify or explain hi
use of the wçoid. Now, in the States, the Circuit Court Il
Tenessee, in a similar action brougit by the comipany agains
a Ir. Riley, (ni Fed. R. 706), have simîilarly decided that th
romlipaly have no exclusive property or trade mark in th
vord "Singer ;" and also that t.heir shuttle device, as a trad

mark, had not been violated by the devices u.ed on th
Williamiîs machine of «Montreal, or the Sigwalt machine o
Chicaugo, the allegel intentions niot being calculated to dg
ceive a purchaser. Lastly, m our own courts the compan
have litely conmenccd a suit for a similar object, but tih
case has not yet been heard : of course if the circumînstance
of tih case are identical with those of the English cas
;ugain, ig,>. the decision of the English Court of Appc

wu ;-baly be held bin.ing in our courts, although in
natte such as this, which is rather a question of faci and ev

dene. than o'f law, this mîigit iot be so.
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The speech of MIr. C. F. Snithers, l'resident of the Bank of

Montreal. delivered to the sharelolders of the Bank in this
city on the 5 th instant, continues to occupy considerable pr<n.
inence in the minds of Canadian financiers and merchants.
That the 64th annual stateient of the Bank which bc then
submitted should have proved so eminently satisfactory, was
matter for congratulation, but that lie should have chosen the
occasion for coupling with it his significanit note of warning.
was a surprise that to miany was too starthlng not to produce
the salutarv effect which lie intended it hould have. At a
time when the Bank's Rebt has bren restored to $5,5oo,ooo,
the hiighest point ever toucied, and when the tide of our own
commercial prosperity is apparently at its flood, Mr. Snithers,
comnienting upon the fact that the total loans and discounts of
the banks on April -oth reaciied the enormous aggregate of
$t76,ooo,ooo, oran increase of $36,ooo,ooo upon. tose of the
corresponding date last ycar, and $z6,ooo,ooo over those of
1875, says . " I amt quite bcnsible that the conditions of the
country have greatly changed, and we cai perhaps carry a
lcavier load now still it is Uie part of wisdomnî to look the
matter squarely in the face. I do not say that I sec trouble
in the immediate future, but at is well that we should be on
the lcok out and be prepared if it does come. It is quite cer-
tain that we--that is the banks generally--cainot go on ex
panding at this rate much longer, and the sooner we under.
stand that the better. Of course, much depends upon the
crops, about which there is, ni course, as yet considerable utn
certainty. I do not wishi to make any extravagant or exagger
ated statenients, but I think it is an undeniable fact that trade

t is not in an ailtogether satisfactor condition." Your corres
pondent, in carefully clicitng the views of the business men of
ibis city, finds then in perfect unison with the fore.
going remarks of the cninent bantket, which are not

s only considered a timely admonition to even conserva.
s tive leaders, but a strong appeal to the more reckless
f and daring ndventurers in% commercial pursuis, who are
t found ini cras of prosperity, to halt heiore they overdo
e the thing, by carrying their flush trading beyond the legitimate
e wants of the country. It vas this class of traders who wcre
e solely responsible for the financial wreck Of 1875, and it is
e quite possible, nay, very probable, that the ken of the astute
)f financier may have discovered the prosecution of inflated
e- trading in certain quarters, aye, even withiin the purlieus of
y St. Francois Xavier street. The idea, however, that the words
e of caution above referred to, pointed to any immediate clinax
ýs of danger, I pronptly dismiss, for the splendid oanual statc-
;c ment which Mr. Smithers laid before the sharcholders of his
il bank refuted it in most cloquent items. For instance, the
a iank's circulation had increased froi $4, 1 a4,ooo On A pril
i. 30t, r881, to $5,oS6,ooo on the saie date in iSS2, an ins.

crease of $962,ooo ; and its discounts fromn $20,705,ooo ta
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