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BRIGADE NOTES.

Sr. g
Subyrh, ENRI has a fire alarm in operation. Let all our

S g0 and do likewise.

HE
Fire R:;XO%KE-—One of the members of the Sherbrooke
the lloseg:-l € was seriously injured while practising for
breakip teel race of the 1st, inst, The horse. ran away
the g g e reel, a portion of which struck the man on

ON:; Inflicting a dangerous wound.
for the UEAL“The Fire Department recently purchased

ose, ItSP; of the City Brigade, about 2,000 feet of new
Coltop extels‘ made of cotton lined with rubber. The
Clories bl‘&(tnisl§ not m?ln;ﬁactured by Canadian cotton
1 imported from the States and lined here
anadian rubber companies.

Submitteq 'Ton the strength of a $10,000 by-law to be

SUelph Jet (? the rate-payers, the Water Commissioners of

Slon of the ontracts of excavating and piping for an exten-

IS wag 0nma1fns, And now the by-law has been defeated.

€Dumery; e of those eggs we occasionally hear of as being
ed too early in the spring.

IVERSIDE §s j

e tw n throes over the question whether it will

Wo‘géarge or four small tanks for Fire Brigade purposes.
large tank offer the suggestion that they can’t have Z00
asked a5 t}f’ Jor small tanks are useless, only we might be
the aggigtan, Toronto Fire Brigade were, when they went to
i re, an ce of the Rlvers’lders lately : ¢ Who’s running
INDS Yy way, we or you ?”  Toronto collapsed, so do we.
have the %R'-A resident of Windsor writes: “ We claim to
our Wage oSt Volunteer Fire Department in Canada, With
for 2 ;) d?“S system of water-works, it is almost impossible
of the 4 Ing to be totally destroyed. Since the organization
Which wipﬁ“ment in 1872, we have not had a single loss on
Promigeq t: ‘t/)e not made salvage. The fire on the 11th June
Ction of the e a large one, had it not been for the prompt
pher the alan;n en. We had one stream on in four minutes
Af minyteq was given, and three streams in four and a

e .
Scribeq Eﬁ)mpames represented by Mr. McCrea all sub-
f the Fireerall’y towards the fund for defraying the expenses
tions of ¢}, men’s de’monstration on the 14th, inst. The exer-
€ “boys ™ are evidently appreciated in Windsor.

MARINE.

The .
month%?c‘al exhibit of the business done during the
out of the Cay by the companies insuring grain cargoes
Profitg peip hc,ago pool, all business and earnings, the
‘I';'ken‘ duri ngg ﬁ’;ded pro rata, show that the total risks

®minmg $22,831Y0gm0unted to $4,978,192.71, and the

On
e
:;Vas. helq ?xtxh 1\v{l_une a meeting of Insurance Agents
Wilar tq 4 ilwaukee, when a grain cargo pool,

Ortion € one in Chica i
e go, was organized. The ap-
follgwg .. 1t Of shares to the different companies is as
'§h}g ...... SHARES SHARES,
Ol:;emx ................. 7 Buffalc, of Buffalo ........ 3
Ce et My e 6 Mechanics and Traders’... 5
Y 5 Western, of N.Y....c.oeeuen 4
Ortﬁrs"""‘ """ o g ﬁaﬂutacturers’... o 4
Prithwegterny Rttt anhattan ......... ceerreans .3
h‘]ldelph‘rn National..., 6 Detroit Fire and Marine.. 4
Threat Wegpey:+++-evrovers 5 | New England.. 3
sih“()e'on ane"- ........... 5 8t. Paul Fire and Marine. 3%
Brip 20d Leggport*eeseeee 4 Mercantile.........oeueneene 3
Titish Apre ather.,........ 3 Lamar ....... 2
'ee‘“'it‘.h..n.ml LLTTITT O 4 Tradesmen’s ............ 3
oy ETTTI- Union.eeeueeceianereenrensonnes 2

Professional Cards.

ROBINSON & KENT,
BARRISTERS, ATTORNEYS, SOLICITORS,

Notaries Public, Conveyancers &.,
Victoria Chambers, No. 9 Victoria Street, Toronto.
J. G. ROBINSON, M.A. HERBERT A. E. KENT.

INSURANCE DECISIONS.

PRIVY COUNCIL.
Moore v. TaE Coxxectictr MurraL LiFe Instraxce. Co.
(Under appeal from Supreme Court of Canada.)
Life Insurance—Alleged Misrepresentation on part of Applicant.

This is the case in which on the death of Charles Moore, late of
this city, the plaintiff’s husband, the Company refused to redeem
the policy on his life, on the ground chiefly that the questions sub-
mitted to the applicant at the time of Insurance had been improper-
ly answered. To the question a8 to whether he had ¢ any other
local dicease or personal injury,” than the lake fever he had
acknowledged, the plaintiff replied, ¢ No.” It was shown at the
trial that some fourteen or fjﬂeen years before, deceased was thrown
out of a buggy, falling on his head, and that there was a depression
and loss of part of the skull. The jury held that fair and true
answers had been given to all the questions, and a verdict was
entered for the plaintiff. The Court of Queen’s Bench, on appeal,
affrmed the decision. The case was then taken to the Court of
Appeals, and the appeal was diemissed, the Court being equally
divided. The Supreme Court had the case before them, and
custained the decision of the Queen’s Bench, and the Company then
appealed to England. The preeent decision, it is seen, is in accord
with that of the Supreme Court. The amount of Mr. Moore’s
policy was twenty-five thousand dollars.

SUPREME COURT OF CANADA.
[June Session,
Vezixa v. NEw YoRrE Lire Insvraxce Co.

Life Insurance — Insurable Interest— Transfer—Wager Policy— Pay-
ment of Premium.

QUEBEC.]

One Gendron made the Application to Respondents’ agent.
The applicant was pereonally at Quebec for an insurance on his
life, and signed, underwent & medical examination, and the appli-
cation, the medical examiner’s report, together with the certificate of
a friend answering certain questions put to him by the Company,
were tranemitted to the Head office at New York. The application
of Gendron was acceded to, and the policy, which is set out in the
declaration, executed, whereby Gendr.n’s life was insured from the
date of the policy for one year upon payment of a certain premium,
and to be continued in force by the annual payment of the premium.

The policy was then transmitted from the Head office to the agent
in Quebec, to whom the application had originally been made. The
delivered for some time as Gendron was unable to
pay the premium, when one Langlois a% roached by Michaud, who
had been entrusted by Gendron with a blank assignment, paid the

remium, and thereupon the transfer of the policy was made to

anglois, who received the policy and held it as the assignee of
the assured ; subsequently Langlois assigned the policy to the Appel-
lant, and all premiume up to the death of Gendron were paid by the
assignees of the assured. The principal question which arose on this
appeal was whether thie was & wager policy obtained by Gendron’s
assignees, and whether there was an insurable interest in it. Prior
to Gendron’s death the general agent enquired into the circumstan-
ces of the case, and authorized the agent, Michaud, to continue to
receive the premiums from the assignee.

Held,~That at the time Gendron applied for an insuranceon his
own life, and his application was acceeded to, and the policy sued
upon executed, he effected dond fide an insurance for his own
benefit, and as the contract was valid in its inception, the peyment
of the premium when made had relation back to the date of the

licy, and the mere circumstance that the assignee (the insurance
Egving been effected without his knowledge, and there being no
collusion between the parties) paid the premium, and obtained an
assignment would not make it & wagering policy.

Gwynne, J., dissenting.]

policy was not




