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DECISIONSB IN COMMERCIAL LAW.
I.““chm v. FerausoN.—R., manager of an
u“"“501'pmwtted lumbering company, gave a
pmmissory note for logs purchased by him as
Such manager, commencing * Sixty days after
e we promise to pay,” etc., and signed it
» manager O. L. Co.”” An action on this
0te against the individual members of the
%mpany wag defended on the ground that it
:" the personal note of R., that the words
l?“m‘ger." etc., were merely descriptive of
m;: Ocoupation, and that the defendants were
liable. Held, by the Supreme Court of
80ada, affirming the judgment of the Su-
Preme Court of the North-West Territories,
not: as ﬁlf{ evidence showed that when t.he
tend:;-s given both R. and the creditor in.
asR 18 to be the note of the company, and
ROte‘ as Mmanager was competent to make a
o0 which the members of the company

w .

':“ d be liable, and as the form of the note

u % sufficient for that purpose, the defence set
P could

e not prevail and the plamntiffs in
Action were entitled to recover.

svﬂ:?mcnm v. Norre AwmerrcaN Lire As-
With : CO-TUnder a policy of life insurance
premiu“‘ndlhon that if any note given for a
oy ":) should not be paid at maturity the
ne“rthal"“ld be void, but the note should
n less be payable, the insurers are not
act ¢ ;:t n°n.-paymen't of the note to do any
R elect; ®rmine thfa risk. In the absence 9t
ourg 0{"‘2 to continue the risk, the Ontario
and g, Ppeal holds that it comes to an end,
and g N dem&m.is for payment of the note,
retagal during the currency of the note
tio:;o:efd: to the insured’s request for cancella-

® polioy, are not sufficient evidence
°f sugh election,

Fuangy

V. Ciry —
’ :"“ttact wit or Hamruron.—Under a

h a municipality for the laying of
vi.ionl:;:?l“ents on T.'.e.rtain streets, with pro-
on gy point the 'decmon of the city engineer
otion § coming within this contract speci-
®8hall be final and conclusive, whether

® Interpretation of the various clauses,

the measurements, extra work, quantity, qual-
ity, and all other matters and things which be
in dispute, and from his decision there shall
be no appeal.” The city engineer is not dis-
qualified, according to the Ontario Court of
Appeal, in the absenceof fraud or of bad faith,
from deciding whether certain work is or is
not extra work, and does or does not fall with-
in the plans and specifications. The possible
bias of the engineer in favor of the plans and
specifications drawn by him is not sufficient
to disqualify him.

Lavurr v, renap.—This case establishes that
The International Copyright Act 1886, cannot
be construed so as to revive or recreate a
right whieh had expired before the passing of
that Aot. Kekewich, J., also expresses the
opinion that although two or more registered
owners of a copyright take as tenants in com-
mon, yet any one or more of them may main-
tain an action for the infringement of the
entire copyright ; also that a translation of
a play into a foreign langunage, in order to be
protected by the law of international copy-
right, need not be an absolutely literal trans-
lation ; it is sufficient, if it is substantially a
translation.

ReciNa v. CLEGHORN.—Motion for the de-
tendant for an order for a certiorari to remove
the summary conviction of the defendant by
the Police Magistrate for the city of Toronto,
for exposing quail for sale on the 15th Octo-
ber, 1892. The conviction was under the
Ontario statute which enacts that “no person
shall expose or keep for sale, or,
directly or indirectly upon any pretence or
device, sell or barter, or in consideration of the
purchase of any other property, give to any
other person any quail, snipe, wild turkey,
woodcock, or partridge, no matter where killed
or procured, for a period of two years from
the passing hereof.” For the defendant it
was contended that it was not an offence
against the Act to sell or expose for sale
quail killed and procured outside of Ontario
and imported into Ontario ; or, if the Act did
prohibit such dealing, that it was ultra vires of

the Ontario Legislature as an interference
with trade and commerce. Rose, J., held that
the language employed in terms forbids, not
the importation, but the sale, or exposure for
sale of certain birds. I do not think this is
an interference with trade and commerce.
To construe the statute according to the in-
tention as manifested by the language used in
the amendments, I must hold that the eale or
exposure for sale of the birds named is pro-
hibited * no matter where killed or procured,’’
whkether within or without Ontario. The
order must be refased with costs.

ANSWERS TO ENQUIRERS.

Sorus.—The reference by Mr. Joseph to the
surplus of the Montreal Telegraph Company,
which he thooght should be divided, was to
the balair ce of assets over liabilities, amount-
ing to $53,938.67. His contention was that this
sum, which is being held as a sort of contin-
gent fund, consisted of some $5,000 in cash,
$30,000 in Bell Telerhone Co.’s stock, and the
remainder in real estate, e.g., the building on
St. Bacrament street, next door to the com-
pany’s office. He argned that part at least
ounght to be distributed, because the company’s
charter has some ninety years to run. Bat no
one at the meeting voted to divide the surplus
except himself and Mr. Evans, the seconder of
the motion. The Montreal Star, we observe,
hints at the company’s resumption of control
of its own lines, and says : * It should be re-
membered, however, by those who advocate a
distribution of the company’s surplus, that
should it ever again have to recommence
active business it will need all possible reserve
of strength to meet the giantsit will have to
encounter, at which time the Montreal com-
pany would find it had to fight rivals, backed
up by the active hostility of the Western
Union Co.”

—A half-yearly dividend of three and a-half
per cent. is announced by the Western Bank
of Canada, and is payable on and after 1st

April next. -



