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ACCIDENT ASSURANCE. plates for the use of canners are being firm." Judgments were recovered by creditorsasked for, but there are few in the country of the firm against them, and the plaintif nowThe liet of companies in Canada giving and none are expected till July. The last oued the defendants to recover the amount toindemnity for accidental injury is lengthen- steamer from Walès with supplies for the paY these judgments, although he had noted of late years. It i not long since the United States market, to be entered before himself paid them. It was held by the Divi-Travelers and Mr. Rawlings'company were the McKinley tarif comes into force (lt sion Court, reversing the decision of Armour,the only ones, but there are now nine acci- July), sails on the 11th inst., and makers C. J., that plaintif was entitled to have thedent companies with an aggregate yearly will then be able to turn their attention to judgment and osat paid, and the amountsbusiness approaching a thousand dollars per the Canadian market. Antimony is rather neooary for that purpose were ordered te beday in premiums. More than half of these easier. Lead was showing ease abroad paid Mno Court by the defendants.
companies are Canadian too; the Accident last month, but the cable announced last EDMONDS v. HAMILToN PROvIDENT & LOaiaCompany of North America, the Sun, the week an advance of 5s. per ton. There I mortgagUe can daim interet ony from the
Citizens, the Manufacturers' Accident, the a fair import business going on in Canada imrae the money i. advanced. Whero insur-
Canada Accident Company being ail domes- at steady prices.
tic associations. It is to be borne in mind
besides, that the first-named of these i
doing considerable business in the Unite
States, its premium receipts in that coun
try for the year 1890 having been mor
than 180,000. The English companie
taking accident risks in Canada are th
London Guarantee & Accident Company
and the Norwich & London, which onli
began business in the autumn of last year
The American companies are the Traveler
of Hartford, known all over this continent
wherever there is a railway station, an
the Mutual Accident Company, of New York
We copy below the figures of the report foi
1890 of the Superintendent of Insurance
showing premium receipts and amount o
policies:

Pre-Naine of CJompany. mi msa.
Accident Co.ofN. A... 8 38,819
Canada Accident Co.... 5,722
Citizen Ina Co...... 39,471
London Guar an tsee &

Accident............ 28,499
Manufacturers' Aoc i -

dont ................ 46,525
Mutual Accident..-.....4,119
*Norwich& London.. .. 636
Sun Life & Accident..-.. 23,995
Travelers ............. 107,195

Total................ $294,981
*Five monthe' business.

* Amoun
Policies.

8 5,532,45E
1,230,000
4,156,90C

6,009,738

3,995,38
1,021,250

119,500
4,398,569

13,751,830

840,215,565

METALS MARKET.

For practically the whole of the months
of April and May, pig iron was on the up.
ward grade in the British markets, as repre-
sented by the course of Scotch warrants.
These warrants were steadily advancing
during the months of April and May; on
the let of the former month they were
quoted as low as 42s., and on the let of
May they reached 46s. By let June the
quotation was 58s. and on the 8rd it was
54a. 6d.; then they sustained a consider.
able fall, reaching 47s., but recovering to
48s. 9d. at date of cable last Wednesday.
Prices of Middlesboro iron did not advanoe
nearly so much as those of Scotch iron,
and the movement in the former case
seems to have been more speculative. In
Montreal there is no activity in either pig
or bar iron at the moment ; Carnbroe is to
be had at $20, and No. 8 Middlesboro
at 818.25.

Copper bas been improving in the Eng-
lish market, slowly at trit, during May,
but excitedly at the close of that month,
the total advance being about £4 pet ton.
The American copper market has aiso ad-
vanced, and both here and in Montreal
bolders are frm. Ingot tin had advanced
£2 per ton at let June, and present intelli-
gence indicates continued firmuess. Tin

1, f
d -When the question of the reclamatioi

of Ashbridge's Bay was up in the council
the other day, Alderman McDougall aske<
" Who is your syndicate anyway; they are
a lot of men of straw that can't give thei:
names." The statement was denied, but

y the names were notgiven. The suggestion
. is ominous and should cause the council t1
s pause, till it gets some satisfactory informa

tion. The city cannot afford to have any
underground proceedings in a matter involv
ing so large an amount. The engineer is

r doing his duty in the premises, much to the
annoyance of the out and out advocates o:
the syndicate. Let the citizens at least
insist on competition, if this enterprise is

t to go into private hands. The unrevealed
syndicate, it is said, by way of menace tc
the council, has made its best offer; but

0 this is no reason for accepting it. The pro-
ceeding i one that deserves to be closely
watched.

DECISIONS IN COMMERCIAL LAW.

FoRsYTH v. CANNu .- In this action it was
held that the medical health officer of a muni-
cipal corporation appointed under R. S. O. ch.
205, in not a servant of the corporation so as
te make these hable for hie acte dons in pursu.
ance of hi. etatutery dutie..

COCKBURN v. QUINN.-By a lease under seal
the defendant rented from the plaintif certain
premises for three months. The lease con.
tained a covenant that the lessee was not to
use the promises for any purpose but that of a
private dwelling and "gents' furnishing store."

It was held that the carrying on by the
lesses of auction sales of hie stock on the
premises was a breach of the covenant, which
could be restrained by injunction.

TIIUAx v. DnANs ET AL.-A creditor for an
amount under $40 cannot attack a conveyanoe
as voluntary or fraudulent, and he cannot im-
prove hie position by bringing his action on
behalf of other creditors.

BoTD v. ROBINsoN.-The defendants, hua-
band and wife, executed in favor of the plain-
tif, the husband's retiring partner, a bond con.
ditioned to be void if the husband should save,
defend and keep harmlese and fully indemnify
the plaintif from ah loss, costa, charges, dam.
ages and expenses which he might at any time
sustain, or sauffer, or be put to for or by reason
cf nen.payment by the husband of the liabili.
ties,of the firm as thereame became due;
and the plaintiff wa thereb>Ilindemnified or1
intended so to be from all and every liability
of every nature and kind soever of the said

anoe moneys are received by a mortgagee under
a policy efeoted by the mortgagor, pursuant to
a covenant to insure oontained in a mortgage
made according to the Short Forma Act, the
mortgagee is not bound to apply the insurance
moneys in payment of arrears, but may hold
the ineurance moneys in reserve as collateral
seourity while any portion of the mortgage
monoys is unpaid.

GRIFpITH v. CnocxE. - Appropriation cf
payments is a question cf intention; andwhere a creditor takes eecurity for an existing
indebtedness and thereafter continues hi. ao-
count with the debtor in the ordinary running
form, charging him with goods sold and credit-
ing him with moneys received, there is no
irrebuttable presumption that the payments
are to be applied upon the original indebted-
ness.

LEGAL NOTES.

LIABILITY OF EXPREss CoMPANY.-In an action
against an exprese company for the value of
goods which had been misdelivered, namely,
Oderkirk v. Fargo, plaintiff testified that,when
they reached their destination, the company's
agent agreed that plaintiff might take some of
them and leave the rest in the office for a day
or so, upon paying the charges and signing a
receipt, and that, upon calling for them, ho
was informed that they had been deliverd teother parties upon the supposition that he badl
sent for them. The agent testified that he
had no authority to make such an arrange-
ment, but did not say that he so notified
plaintif. In the opinion of the Supreme
Court of New York there had not been a
complets delivery of the goods to plaintif,
and the question of defendant's liability as a
warehouseman should have been submitted to
a jury, for if the arrangement was made be-
fore payment of the charges and théesigning
of the receipt, with view to giving plaintif
reasonable opportunity of sending for hie
goods, it was a matter within the apparent
soope of the agent'. authority, and Would
bind 1h. Company in the absence cf anynotice te plaintif of anyrestriction on 1h
agent's authority.

INJURIEs To PERaNs ON RAILEOAD Tacx.-
The Supreme Court of Appeals in West Vir.
ginia holds that a person using a railroad
track as a footpath for hie own o0nvenien0e
elsewhere than at a lawfulcrossing, and injured
by a train while doing so, cannot recover dam.
ages of the railway company, unless it b
guilty of wanton or grose negligence, the
statute requiring a bell to be rung, or a
whistle to be blown at crossings, not for those
using the track elsewhere for the convenience
as a footpath. The statute is oomplied with
when either the bell is rung or the whistle
blown, it not requiring both. The déciion
was given in the matter of 8piqer v8. Chema
peake and Ohio Railway Co.
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