685 THE MONETARY TIMES

THOMSON, HENDERSON & BELL,

BARRISTERS, SOLICITORS, &c.

D. E. THOMSON, Q.C

DAVID HENDERSON, Offices
GEORGE BELL, Board of Trade Buildings
JORN B. HOLDEN, TORONTO.

G. G. S, LINDSEY. LYON LINDSEY.

|INDSEY, LINDSEY & BETHUNE,

Barristers, Solicitors, Notaries, and
Conveyancers.

Pacific Buildings, 23 Scott Street, TORONTO.
TELEPHONE 2984 - - Money to Loan

(/BBONS, McNAB & MULKERN,

Barristers, Solicitors, &c.
Office—Corner Richmond and Carling Streets,
LONDON, ONT.
GEO. C. GIBBONS, Q.C.
P. MULKERN,

GEO. M'NAB.
FRED. F. HARPER

R CUNNINGHAM, Guelph.—Fire Insurance and
. Real Estate. Properties valued Counties of
Wellington, Halton, Dufferin, Grey, Bruce, and Huron
covered monthly. Telephone 195.

EORGE F. JEWELL, F.C.A,, Public Accountant
and Auditor. Office, No. 193 Queen's Avenue,
London, Ont.

WINNIPEG City Property and Manitoba Farms

bought, sold, rented, or exchanged. Money loaned
or invested. Mineral locations. Valuator, Insurance
Agent, &. Wwu. R. GRUNDY, formerly of Toronto.
Over 6 years in business in Winnipeg Office, 490 Main
Street. P. O. Box 234.

OUNTIES Grey and Bruce Collections made on
commission, lands valucd and sold, notices served.

A general financial business transacted. Leading loan
companies, lawyers and wholesale mcrchants given as

references.
H. H MILLER, Hanover

THOMAS CLARKE, Manutacturers' Agent, 32 King
Street, St. John, N. B Excellent references.

Over 13,000,000 Feet of
Land for Sale

Situated in Hochelaga Ward, Beginning at
Frontenac Street

This property is well located for factories ; the Can-
adian Pacific runs through its centre,and sidings may be
built to any part of it. Easy of access by electric cars.

Terms easy. Apply to

HENRY HOGAN, Proprietor.
St. Lawrence Hall, Montreal.

Investment Bonds.

4 We buy and sell High Grade
MUNICIPAL BONDS, suitable for
Trust Funds and the Investment
of Savings.

Lists giving full detalls malil-
ed upon application.

E. C. Stanwood & Co’y

121 Devonshire Street,

BOSTON, Mass., U.S.A.
And Bad Accounts are
0 specialties with our col-
lecting department,
Don't write anything
off until we see what we
can do with It
j R. G. DUN & CO.

‘Toronto and Principal Cities
of Dominion.

Monetary Times

This Journal completed its 28th Year of Pub-
lication with the issue of #8th June. Bound
Volumes, conveniently indexed, can be had
for price, $3.50.

A LICENSE DECISION.

The decision of the Court of Review in the
Georgeville license case, which orders the
municipal council to issue a license to the
petitioner, a Mr. Beach, is in some respects a
very important one, and will add to the diffi-
culty local prohibitionists meet with in en-
forcing their ideas. The plaintiff in the case
fitted out a hotel at Georgeville, for which he
sought a license to sell liquor, and applied to
the municipal council for the necessary confir-
mation of his certificate. The place in ques-
tion seems to have been a respectable one,
provided with the required accommodation for
the entertainment of travellers, and during the
year it held a license was legally conducted.
There was, indeed, no pretence made by the
council that, if the township was to have
licensed hotels, the application should be re-
fused. The majority of the councillors acted
on the principle that the sale of liquor within
the limits of the municipality was in itself
objectionable, and, on the advice of the Que-
bec branch of the Dominion Alliance, declined
to approve of the application before them.
There is in the township of Stanstead no by-
law declaring that licenses shall not be is-
sued. The question was raised in the courts
if, in the absence of such by-law, the abso-
lute refusal to confirm an applicants certificate,
simply because the councillors objected to all
licenses, was legal. Judge Pagnuelo, in the
Superior Court, held that it.was. His col-
leagues, sitting as a court of review, say other-
wise, and, unless the Township Council is pre-
pared to face a heavy bill for legal expenses in
appeal, it will be under the necessity of con-
firming the certificate, and the hotel will get its
license. There are many municipalities in the
province where the rule followed by the Stan-
stead Council prevails, and in which thecourt’s
decision will be received with surprise. Practi-
cally, the effect will be that where no anti-
license by-law exists, a license seeker of good
character whose application is not opposed by
a majority of the electors, must have it
approved, and the option of refusal is removed
from the municipal council to the body of rate-
payers, who can only make their views effective
by means of a written document presented to
the Council againsteach application.—Montreal
Gazette.

DECISIONS IN COMMERCIAL LAW.

Firion v. REGINAM.— A petition of right
was brought by F. to recover damages for the
death of his son, caused by the negligence of
servants of the Crown while engaged in repair-
ing the Lachine Canal. The Supreme Court
of Canada held, affirming the decision of the
Exchequer Court, that the Crown was liable
under the Supreme and Exéhequer Court Act,
and that it was no answer to the petition to say
that the injury was caused by a fellow-servant
of the deceased, the case being governed by the

Counsell, Glassco & Co.

BANKERS & BROKERS

Stocks, Bonds, Insurance, Real Estats.
W. H. Glassco.
C. M. Counsell.
F. S. Glassco,

NARES, NICHOLLS & CO.

Financial and General Agents, WINNIPEG.

The Canadian Bank of Commerce.
The Union Bank of Canada.

Debentures Purchased. Sole charge taken ot City
and Farm Properties for sale. Rents Collected, etc.

Business solicited. P.O. Box 1265, Winnipeg.

HAMILTON, Canada.

References {

law of the Province of Quebec, in which the

doctrine of common employment has no place.

Brow~ v. LENNox.—Where a lease contain-
ing a covenant against assignment without the
consent of the lessors, is so assigned, the assign-
ment containing a covenant by the assignee to
pay the rent and indemnify the assignor, and
the assignee goes into possession of the de-
mised premises, he is bound by his covenant,
and is liable, notwithst inding the non-assent of
the lessors, to repay to the assignor rent accru-
ing due after the assignment, paid by the as-
signor to the lessors under threat of legal pro-
ceedings, according to the Court of Appeal.

TuaoMpsoN v. GranD TrRuNk RaiLway Co.
oF Canapa.—Cattle are ' at large " within the
meaning of the Railway Act when the herds-
man, in following one of the herd that has
strayed, gets so far from the main body that he
is unable to reach them in time to drive them
over a railway crossing when he sees a train
approaching. The question whether cattle are
at large or not, need not, under all circum-
stances, be submitted to the jury, if the case is
being tried before one. Thejudgeis entitled to
hold that there is no evidence that the plain-
tiff is not within the prohibition of the Act.
Thisis a judgment of the Court of Appeal.

DioNNeE v. REGINAM.—D., a retired em-
ployee of the Government of Quebec, sur-
rendered his pension for a lump sum to the
Government, and afterwards he and his wife
brought an action to have it revived and the
surrender cancelled. By Art. 690 of R.S.P.Q).,
*“the pension or half pension is neither trans-
ferable nor subject to seizure,”” and by Art. 693
the wife of D. would have been entitled on his
death to an allowance equal to one-half of his
pension. The Supreme Court of Canada de-
cided, reversing the decision of the Court of
Review, that D, after his retirement, was not a
permanent official of the Government of QQue-
bec, and the transaction was not, therefore, a
resignation by him of office and a return by the
Government, under Art. 688, of the amount
contributed by him to the pension fund; that
the policy of Arts. 685 and 690 is to make the
right of a retired official to his pension inalien-
able even to the Government; that D.'s wife
had a vested interest jointly with him during
his life in the pension and could maintain pro-
ceedings to conserve it ; and therefore, that the
surrender of the pension should be cancelled.

NoRTH AMERICAN GLASS CO. V. BARSALOU.-~
B., a manufacturer of glassware, entered into a
contract with two companies in the same trade,
by which, in consideration of certain quarterly
payments, he agreed to discontinue his business
for five years. The contract provided that if
at any time during the five years any furnace
should be started by other parties for the manu-
facture of glassware, either of the said com-
panies could, if it wished, by written notice to
B., terminate the agreement ‘‘as on the first
day on which glass has been made in said fur-
nace,” and the payments to B. should then
cease, unless he could show *‘that such- furnace
or furnaces at the time said notice was given
could et have a production of more than one
hundred dollars per day.” The Supreme Court
of Canada held, affirming the decision of the
Court of Review of Quebec, that under this
agreement B. was only required to show that
any furnace so started did not have an actual
output worth more than $100 per day on an
average for a reasonable period, and that the
words ‘‘could not have a production of more
than one hundred dollars per day ** did not mean
mere capacity to produce that quantity, whether
it was actually produced or not.




