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Wvhich he mlight impose, he bas no pecufliary interest inl the fines, and s0 is flot

therebY ciisqualified.

Sýe1nbl, that there was no disqualification here at commofi law.

McC ,ul/och, for the plaintiff.
Wil'kes, Q.C., contra.

D)ivisional Court.] [I)ec. 14, 1895.
H-OBSON V. SHfANNON.

G;at ,tihee-,Ne7î' trieil-)ivisiofl Court Act, sec. 145.

The provisions of section 145 of the IDivision Court Act as to a new trial,
do flot apply to a garnishee, so as to put hlim on the same footing as a plaintiff

or defendant in an action.
Ii'e McLean v. MfcLeod, 5 P.R., 467, followed.

A'e TiPling"v. Coie, 21 O.R., 2,76, distinguishied.
Raney ,for the appeal.
Lurtwvrzgýhi, contra.

Dîvisional Court.] [Dec. 14, 1895.
MOUNTCASTLE v. NORWICH UNION.

Insurince-Agent-D1e/egaioin of au/hori/y.

C., defendant's local agent, and T. were in the habit of assisting each

Other in business, and had discussed entering into partnership, though none

liad been fornied. On T. bringing a risk on a miii property to C., C. told T.

that as he was better verscd in this kind of propcrty, then he (C.) was to inspect

it him-self, giving imii a blank formi of application and interim receipt, and

telling hirn if be found the risk a good one, to take the insurance and issue the

receipt in the naies of C. and T. T. thereupon inspcctcd the property, and

being of the opinion that the risk was a good one, signed the receipt as

sUggësted. Subsequently be inforined C. of the circumnstances, who thereupoil

,rote to the hiead office, enclosing the application, and a(lvising the acceptance

0f the risk, and requesting the general agent, if the risk was not accepted, to

wîre hi,,, but instead of doing so, the general agent wrote, but in the ineantîme

the property was destroyed by fire.

I'Ie/d, that C. had no power to (lelegate bis authority, and therefore no
liability was imposed on the coml)any.

Suminer v. Goiimm*ercial Unzion Ins. Go., 6 S.C.R. i9, followed.
'l'le Amnerican authorities and Rossi/en v. Trafal0ra i4ft' Asvunance Associa-

lionl, 27 Beav. 377, remnarked on as being opposed t ,o this decision.

7, J. Rlain, for the plaintiff.
McA ay, contra.

I)ivisional Court.] [I)ec. 14, 1895.
SHAI'ER V. COTTON.

Com/>a4(n -A c/ion against sitck holdes- Widn~A c/s.
The plaintiff, on March 3oth, 1892, recovered judgrne,;,t against a com-

Pany incorporated by letters patent under the joint Stock Comnpanies Letters

l>atent Act, upon which a fi. fa. goods was issued, and returned nulla bona,

and on April 3rd a winding-up order was issued under R. S. 0. C. 29, and


