
THE MONETARY TIMES. 83

r.anding Barristers.

. .XAOD)ONAL» Tolophone J. A. MACINTOSH

WELMEMON No. 1941 . I.B. MAONEE

Macdonald, Iacintoah & McCrnmmon
Law OMoes, Canada Lite Chambers

TORONTO.
Cable Address, 'Macks," Toronto.

01BBONS, McNAB & MULKERN,
Barristers, Soliottors, ".,

Ofmee-Corner Richmond and Carling Street,
LONDON, ONT.

OO. C. GIBBONS, Q. C.

P. ULEERN.
GEo. e'NAB.
FBED. y. HARP3.

WV. LOUNT. ALFRD a. MABsn. W. A. CAMEBON

LOUNT, MRSH & CAMERON,
Barristers, Sollitors, Notarles and

Convoyancers.
Offices, 25 Toronto St., Toronto.

WX. LouNT, Q.C. A. H. MAasH, Q.C.
W. A. CAKERON.

Telephone No. 45.
Registered Cable Address, "Marsh, Toronto."

MACLAREN, MACDONALO, MERRITT
& SHEPLE.

Barristers, Solicitors, &c.,
Union Loan Buildings, 28 and 80 Toronto Street,

. .MACLAEEN, Q.C. TORONTOj. H. MACDONALD, Q.C.
W. W. MEBRITT G. Y. SEEPLUT, Q.C.
W. U.MIDDLETON E. C. DONALD.
A. . LOBE. FRANK W. MACLEAN.

DECISIONS IN COMMERCIAL LAW.

IN RE EAToN.-John Eaton insured hislife, the9
POlicy being made payable "to hie wife Sarah,
her executors, administrators or assigna."
The wife Sarah died before the teetator, who
himself died in 1892. Held by Ferguson, J.,
that the provision of the policy for payment
to her, ber executors, etc., became void on her
death in the lifetime of the testator, and the
insurance money was personal estate of John
Eaton. The words "executors, administra-
tors or assigna" used in the policy, made no
difference; and the policy muet be one under
the Act for securing to wives and children the
benefit of life insurance, and under that Act
the Person entitled having died in the lifetime
of the insured, the insurance money formed
part of the estate of the latter.

MILLoY v. GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY Co.-The
Plaintiff delivered a quantity of apples to
the defendant at their warehouse for the pur-
Pose of shipment by the defendants' railway,
and on a sufficient quantity being delivered
to fill a car,applied for a car and was promised
one at a named date. The defendants failed
to fUrnish the car at the date specified, and a
fire occurring the apples were destroyed.
Hreld by the Court of Common Pleas, that the
responsibility of the defendants was that of
carriers and not of warehousemen, and there-
fore, they were liable for the loBs eustained bythe plaintiff.

CLAB v. MCCLELLAN.-A quantity of wheat
was delivered by the plaintiff to the defendant,
a Iniller, under a receipt stating that theo same
Was received in store at owner's risk, and that
the plaintif[ was entitled to receive the
current market price when he called forbis mlioney. The wheat, to the plaintiff's
knowledge, was mixed with wheat of the
same grade and ground into flour. The
nill, with all its contents, was subsequently
destroyed by fire, but there bad always been in
store a sufficient quantity of wheat to answer
the Plaintiff's receipt. Held by the Court of
CeIn2on Pleae, that the receipt, and evidence
in connection therewith, showed there was
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a bailment of the wheat, and not a sale. Negli-
gence on the part of the defendant was
attempted to be set up, but the evidence failed
to establish it.

REGINA v. McDoNAD.-On the 13th October,

1890, the defendant was convicted by the sti.
pendiary magistrate for the town of Dart-
mouth, of the violation of the Provincial Liquor
License Act of 1886. The offence charged
was the sale of "table beer," a beverage which
was shown to have a slightly intoxicating
effect. On 20th of November, 1890, a summone
was obtained, calling upon the prosecutor to
show cause, before the judge of the county
court, why the conviction should not be set
aside. The county court judge, having given
judgment quashing the conviction, and an
appeal having been taken to the Supreme
Court of Nova Scotia, that court allowed the
appeal that "table beer " is an intoxicating
drink within the provisions and meaning of
the Act. The court also held that an appeal
from the county court judge was intra vires

the provincial legislature, and that the connty
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plaintiff deposited $1,400 in the defendant's
bank and intrusted the deposit receipt, which
he indorsed, to R., but did not give R. any
power to use the money. The manager of the
bank knew that R. had no right or authority
to use the money. During the plaintiff's ab.
sence from the country R. gave the defendants
this deposit receipt as collateral security to
his own note, and on the failure of R. to
retire hie note at maturity, the plaintiff's
money was transferred to R.'s account and the
note paid therefrom. Some time afterwards
the plaintiff discovered what had been done
and tock a mortgage ar:d bill of exchange from
R. to secure his money. He, however, did not
notify the defendants of what he had done
until some two years later, and after he had
failed to realize on his securities. He then
brought this action to recover this amount
from the defendants. Held by the Supreme
Court of New Brunswick that by his action
the plaintiff bad exonerated the defendants
and was estopped from recovering against
them.

court judge, in the absence of evidence showing
that the delay between the date of the convic- Ex PABTE Duyou.-This was an applica-
tion and the date of the summons "arose tian for a centiorani to bring up a conviction
wholly from the default of the convicting made agains the applicant under the Act
magistrate," had no jurisdiction to hear respecting ferries, fer running a ferry witbot
the application. Also that the oounty court liasuse mrose the river Bt. John hetween
judge was prohibited from extending the time, Edmundeton, N.B., ad the State ef Mains.
for any reason, beyond eue montb. At ibis point the river forme the boundarY

lins between Canada id the United btai.

ConBITT v. DIGBy WATEn Co.-By a gran The Canadiand Biase01Maine muthoritiel
to parties under whomthe defendant company bai granted a licenhe te B. te mn a ferry mi
claimed, an easement was granted consisting i point, and the applicant, who was a
of the right to construct and repair a reservoir United Biais citizen, stanted mnober ferry

or tank for water, and conduct thereto thein opposition te B., for wbich the conviction

water from springe on the property. The oomplsined et bad been made againet bim

oompany constructed a tank and out trenches, under the above Ac. Ield by tbe Bupreme
etc., and years ifter construoted a new and Court f New Brunswick ibat tbe St. John

larger tank for which an action was brought wms an international river, ad under tbe
by the grantee of the fees. Held by the terme cf the Asbburton Tremty tree alike ta
Supreme Court of Nova Scotia that the citizens of both countnies, ad that the Do.

construction of the new tank was not justified, minion oould net grant a license which would

and that the plaintiff could maintain an action entitle tbe licensee te ferry frem Canada ta

for the nuisance. theUnited Btateside ad vice versa, te the
exclusion Oa any pereon se who choset

SCOnT v. BdNethOeoNaw BbUNSWoCK.-TbHhdoemo.


