
Circuit Court, D. Massachusetts. April 13, 1889.

MORSS V. DOMESTIC SEWING-MACHINE CO.

CONTEMPT—VIOLATION OF INJUNCTION.

Where defendant, in violating an injunction, is not guilty of willful contempt, a nominal fine and
costs will be imposed.

In Equity. Violation of injunction.
Charles F. Perkins, for petitioner.
John M. Dane and John Dane, Jr., for defendant.
COLT, J. The real question upon this motion is whether exhibit known as the “Do-

mestic Dress Form” is not in substance the same as exhibit defendant's Latest Style Form,
which has been adjudged, upon motion for a preliminary injunction in this case, (37 Fed.
Rep. 352,) to infringe the second claim of the Hall patent. It seems to me that the exhibit
Domestic Dress Form comes clearly within the decisions of this court in Morss v. Uf-
ford, 34 Fed. Rep. 37, and in the present suit. I do not feel called upon to state again the
grounds upon which the conclusions of the court were based. I am satisfied, however,
that the defendant has violated the injunction order of this court, issued in this case, and
should therefore be adjudged in contempt. In view, however, of the decision of Judge
BENEDICT, (Morss v. Manchester, 32 Fed. Rep. 282,) who apparently gives a narrow-
er construction to the Hall patent than this court is willing to accept, I do not think the
defendant guilty of willful contempt, and I shall therefore only impose upon it a nominal
fine of $10, together with the costs upon this petition, to be paid within 10 days after the
entry of this order.
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