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of machinery, not an abandonment
uger trial of the principles embodied
€ Judicature Acts.”

ONTARIO.

ho:,:lh“ been rumored that the honor of knig!xt-
Mo&’"‘s about to be conferred on Chief Justice
tatt of the Court of Error and Appeal of On-
the 5 dThe rumor may be due to the fact that
va;, &€ occupying a similar position in the
ere :e of Quebec has been knighted. But

. ere obvious reasons for the conferring
€ distinction in the latter case which do
of O;PNy to the newly appointed Chief Justice
The report, at all events, seems to
7,*:}“‘;“]!:0241:0!.——111 the case of Bengon v
helg b Wa Agricultural Invurance Co., it was
'h"e" the. Court of Queen’s Bench, Ontario
tion oy Policy provided if any misrepresenta-
,pmimt‘;"“c%lment of facts was made in the
omja O the policy should be void, that the
to state that the premises were situate

i3 OPPosite to a blacksmith's shop, was

- ial, and there was no concealment.
Ru. UNITED STATES.
“INE88 Brroue rae Supnens Count.—It ap-
that o

' in England so in the United
M'ﬁheu:hbe;e is considerable accumulation of
Dayig lat fore the higher tribunals. Senator
in .90; e a Judge of the Supreme Court, has
'he{iie m’::;l&uon, it is said, a bill looking to
g 4, of 'the number of jcircuit judges,
courg ; eshbllfshment of a sort of appellate
. e“('h‘mrcuit., with jurisdiction in all

$rg 000 f‘mlvmg an amount not exceeding
f e A" 1 an interview with a correspondent
' * ¥ Times, Judge Davis said :—* There
the J Circuit Judges, I propose to in-
Mintgye t t“‘fges to eighteen. Itis a popular
. ‘-',“d&ag ot hink the increase of the number of
-h the Bupreme Bench would expedite
y would rather retard them. The
S?Mi‘:n:: Which the Supreme Court could
-9 iy, -, huters, would be to have it divided
Shag h.;e:h“sy one taking this and another
%\ml; of jurisprudence, the decision of

i

are :
o . now nlne

féﬂ toi¢ %o be final on the matters submit-
r - An . . S
A1 ‘attempt to do this wolild give
“Whether ... ETBVE  constitutionsl question,
"t “uga,

1% ‘coming before the Stpteie

Court of the land are not entitled to the indivi-
dual judgment of each member of the Benchk
I am rather inclined to the opinion that the
objection would be well founded."

RECENT ENGLISH DECISIONS.

Company.—In the articles of a company, it
it was provided that no person should be quali-
fied for director who was net. the holder of fidy
shares. The board of directors afterwards
undertook to elect H. a director, though be:
bad no stock. He attended two meetings sad
then resigned. In the winding up it wes
attempted to make him a contributory te the
extent of fifty shares. Held, that he couid wot
be made a contributory, and that his election
was void.—In re Percy & Kelly Nickel, Cobels,
and Chrome Iron Mining Co., 5 Ch. D. 705.

Contract.—The defendants by the contract
agreed to buy from the plaintiffs 606 tons of
rice, to be « shipped ” at Madras, in the momths
of March or April, 1874. 7,120 bags of tiee
were put on board between the 33rd and 956
of February, and three bills of lading therefor
were signed in February. Of the rematving
1,080 bags, 1,030 were put on board Februsry
38, and the rest March 3; and the bill of
lading for the 1,080 bags bore the latter date.
There was evidence that rice put on board in
February was as good as that put on boerd im
March or April. Held, that the contract had
not been complied with, and the defendants
were not bound to accept the rice.—Bowes ¥.
Shand, 2 App. Cas. 455.

Evidence.— Life Insurance.—On the 16th April,
1874, the respondent brought an action against
the appellants on a policy of insurance of one
N., dated 28th 8eptember, 1863. N, disappeared
in May, 1867, and a sister and brother-in-law
testified that none of his family had heard afy-
thing of him since that time, but his nlece st
she had seen him in December, 1873, or Janu-
ary, 1873, when she was standing in a crowded
street in Melbourne; that she started or ‘“?'f‘d
to speak to him, but before shie could do 8o he

_was lost in'the crowd. She had told this cir-
_cumstance to N’s. other relstions. The jury

informed the court that they did n@ﬁ coglifier
this ‘evidence conclusivé that she bad aeen.‘m .
Counsel ‘for plaintiff asked the court to instriact .



