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a secizure. Thereupon the appellant wrote to the
company that he consented to its taking possession
of the books, papers and documents which had been
seized, and offered to deliver all that had not been
seized and still in his possession, reserving the right
to demand that the seizure be quashed and the
action dismissed. The company accepted this offer
and its agent received from the appellant, Kavanagh,
all that remained in his hands of the company's
books, and gave him a final receipt for the same, but
on 18th February, 1901, he asked the dismissal of
the action, and that the scizure be declared null on
several grounds, one being that he was a creditor
of the company, and had a right to retain the
books until he was paid. In October, 1901, issue
was joined on these grounds, and in November,
1901, the company was put in possession of the
seized property, by order of the Court, with ap-
pellant’s consent,

Chief Justice Lacoste said, “When
ment of an agent is revoked, he has no longer any
right to retain the books of the company. He has
a right of access to them, but cannot deprive the
company of its books,” The company thee sought
damages for the obliteration of memoranda, on
Goad's plans by appellant, which he considered had
been made in his own interest and for his own use,
Appellant, on this plea, was condemned to pay the
company $2,000. A second claim was made for
damages owing to the appellant having, it was
alleged, removed a number of pages from the com-
pany’s leiter-baoks. For this alleged mutilating the
books, the appellant was condemned to pay $200.
The evidence on  these points, and the pleadings
were complicated, but Chief Justice Lacoste’s judg-
ment on appeal reads :—

“On the merits, and on the assumption that con-
testation on this subject had been sufficiently joined,

I would be of opinion that the company did not
prove a mutilation of the books attributable to the
appellant, and 1 do not believe the appellant is re-
sponsible. The appellant, however, had no right to
efface memoranda he had put on Goad’s plans, but
the sum of $2,000 is exaggerated,” as they might
have been restored,

The judgment of the Superior Court was reversed

the appoint-
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unanimoasly, with costs of the appeal againgt
respondent, but with costs against appellant of (he
action in the Superior Court,

The case will be appealed by the company, to the
Supreme Court of Canada.
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UNDERWRITERS OBJEOT TO WIDE AREAS.

A Bill before the Legislature of Massachusetts,
introduced for the purpose of extending the per-
mitted area of first-class mercantile buildings in
Boston, chiefly department stores, to 60,000 feet, met
with strong opposition from the local underwriters
and others. Mr. Howes, secretary of the Boston
Board, pointed out that the Bill authorizes a cubical
arca of one million feet, while the London limit is
only one fourth of that area. The great firms of
Field & Co., Chicago, and John Wanamaker, in New
York and Philadelphia, do not require such vast
areas. The great department store, Chicago: com-
prises six distinct buildings. The Siegel firm,
Boston, propose to put a dividing wall through their
buildings, the openings in which to be provided with
double fire-doors, and all stairways and elevators to
be enclosed. The area on each side of the wall
would not exceed 20,000 feet, which would give a
fioor area of 200 feet by 100 feet in each section of
the building.

In the committee stage of this Bill it was stated
that the National Board of Underwriters favoured
10,000 square feet as a maximum, The secretary of
the Boston Master Builder’s Association objected to
the extension of the floor area, ‘as all experience
showed that restricted limits are essential to safety.
Testimony was given that the great danger of large
arcas was the tremendous heat generated by fire in
them, which rendered sprinklers ineffective,

e . —

manAloo'rulrmmom €O, LTD.

The following figures in regard to the above
company should prove of interest and show con-
cisely the carning power of the company and its
steady progress, On the 31st March, 1903, the
company had 237 common stock and 337 preferred
stock sharcholders
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® These figures are estimated.




