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for any debts incurred by Muir & Co>. ini pushlîig llond's soa.'P
Whuie thcy may be strictly within tlîeir riglits in doing this, it is
questionable whether Bonds arc advancînig thuir own interesis
in followittg this course. rhuir agenlt made the contracts, and
tbey rcaped thie benlerit of the advertising. It is hirdly fair that
any Canadian riewspapers, who werc led to believe that Bond &
Co. wcre responsible for the advertising and *w sold their
space on that understanding, should slow receive 10 pur cenit. or
the amsounit due ilieni in fuit settiensient. It is possible that
somte Montreai newspapers inay test Bond & Co.'s liability in
the courts.

Tlhe latest deve, pmcnt of the art of advertising lias
appearcd ini Sweden. 'Fli advertisers have actually captured
Ille backs of the Swcdishi national bankilotes.

H. L. Stephenson, Iatc secretary and genseral-matiagcr of
The Cansadian Advcrtising Agency, Limited, lias severed bis
connection wiîlî that concerts, and intends to forni iiew associa-
tions in the sanie line of Lusiness.

McKimt & Co. arc placing four-inch ads. of "lBrais Brand"
shirts, collars, etc., controlled by G!over & Brais, of Montreal,
in the Saturday edition of dailies ini Halifax. St. John, Quebcc,
Mlontreal, Toronto, Winmipeg, and Vancouver.

H. L. Stevenson, laie secretary-treasurer of the Canadian
Advertising Agency, bas joincd the staff of A. McKimn & Co.
He is engagcd at present ini preparing The Caniadian Newspaper
Directory, which wiIl be issued shortly.

John Moore, manufacturer; Williami Albert 'Magor, mer-
chant; Charles Albert Duclos, advocate; Leslie Hamilton
Gault, merchant, ;Wlliam Copeland Finley, merchant, ail of
Montreal, have beurs iincorporated as The Moore lPaient Poclcet
Co., witb a capital ol $5o,ooo, t0 manufacture the IlMoore
Patent Poclcet"I and other tailors' dcvices. On Feb. i they will
consider advertising propositions for dailies and class paliers.
Their offices wiII bc ait 107 St. James street, Montreal.

The work which Lieut. Col. MacLean did in Grent Britain
for Canada is still beaninyr fruit. Haddon & Co., a large adver-
tising agency in L.ondon, bave publisbed a booklet urging British
advertisers to ltn part of their large expenditures in other
colonies int Canadian newspapers, where business prospects
arc more promising tthan hiany othercolon-j. Copious extracts
are made (romn Col. MacLean's address, delivercd at be request
of the British Chamber of Commerce.

J. P. Coutîce bas taken an action ,'gainst La Patrie Print;ng
jand Publisbing Co. for $5,ooo.

W. R. Telford, printer and publisher of The Bruce Herald,
Walkerton, Ont., is offering bis business for sale.

The Sun Printing and Publishing Company, New WVest-Iminster, B.C., bas been incorporated with a capital of $iS,ooo.
E. W. Summerskill & Co., printers and publishiers o! Thie

Sunday Sun, Montreal, lie dissolved, and a new pirtniership
has beers registcred by E. WV. Summerskill and J. w. Trtssider,
under the old style.

ROIJINSON V!;S. 'i RONTO TELIEGRtAM~.

T HE jury in the case c'! Mrs. Ilevertuy Robinson vs. 'l'ie
Eveiling 'le!rgranî, of TIoronto, a suit for darnges for

libel, brouglit ini a senled verdict January à 2 wbiclî awarded
damiages o! $i tu the îîlaintiff wiîlî cosus. 't'li zum asked i
dainages was $25,000.

Oni August 3 last The Evening Telegrani pubtistied a teie.
graphic despatch fruit New York to the effer.î that Mrs. Bever-
ley Robinsonl, late o! Toronto, and tben o! New Hlaven, liad
killed her child on July 26 and tlien conînitted suicide. It
appeared, bowever.there land beensanistalcearising out of a simi-
larity of naises, and tbat the womani who wvas Ille subject of the
tragedy was another o! the saine name living in a place near
to that of the T~oronto, lady. 'tle 1'eltgrain accordingly pub-
lislied a fuît de,îial of tbe report, giving the correct accounit in
tle next issue, and, subsequently, after fu-tlier complaint, pub-
Iished a fuîl and explicit apology. This, howevcr, did iiuî end
the matter, Mrs. Robinson entering an action against the palier.

.NlIZOWV v:. OTT*AWA~ CL't*?.ý..

At the Ottawa Assies, Jan 9. H-ot). Chiel Justice Armour
presiding, Mitrow v. Citizen, an action lt libel, was tried.
Plaintiff leeps a second.band store in towii, and ini June last
was arresied on a charge of receiving stolen goods and coms-
mitted for trial by the magistrate, and subsequently acquittcd.
The Citizen publisbed a report of the case, witlî the licading :
IlMitrow Kept a Fence; He is a Hubrew and Ruceiver of
Stolen Goods." Plaintiff is a Frenclî.Canadian, and swears that
he siever bought any goods whiclî lie knew to bu siolers. Tbe
evidence put in by the defendants cstablislied a pretty strong
defence. The jury brought in a verdict for The Citizen. *i
({onor Chief justice Armour, in charging the jury on tbis case,
spoke strongly in favor o! newspapers publishing fuît detaits of
police court proceediîîgs. He said that newspapers liad a per-
fect and legitimate rigbt to report the evidence of any case in
police or otber courts of law. 'l'le advantage derived by the
public fromt these puhlications far more than made up for tbe
iniconvenience to parties concerned. The newspaper was one
of the best preventatives o! crime, as the publicity of offences
served tu put the public on their guatd.

AN ENGt.tSi LiliEL SUIT.

WVilliam Waldoif Astor is pressing his libel suit against the
proprietor o! The London Daily Mail for the account published
in that paper and in ils New York ally, o! an imsaginary dinner
party givens on the Cliveden groutids os section of a famous
Californiari redwood trc. Mr. Astor ers in the pleadings
that the whole account is pure invention and held himn up to
public ridicule. lie bas listed the suit for tial at the ensuing
session of court, before a special jury. He has engaged Sir
Edward Clarkce, Q.C, ex-Solicitor-General, as bis Ieading couli-
sel, while Alfred Hamsworth lias retained Edward Carson, Q.C.

Ltgai general opinion ini London, says a cable despatcli,.
concurs in regarding Mr. Astor's suit as useless, but lie has.
been angered because Mr. Harmsworth refused to apologize foi-
insertinig the account in the paper.
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