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OTTAWA.

L TCH FORD & MURPHY,
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Agents.
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OTTAWA.
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*/BBONS, McNAB & MULKERN,
Barrtea.rs, Solicitors, &o.,

Office-Corner Richmond and Carling Streets,
LONDON, ONT.

Guo. 0. GIBBONS, Q. O. GEo. M'NAB.
SM BN. FRED. y. HARPER.

HAMILTON.

Osier, Teetzsl, Harrison & McBrayne,
BARRISTERS, ETC.

HAMILTON, - Ontario.
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CALENDARS
There is nothing more useful or

nicer for a merchant to give to
his customers at this season of

the year than a calendar. It is
something that hangs in the

home and office from one year's
end to the other, and this means

that the merchant's name is con-
Stantly before the recipient. The

designs we submitted to our sub-
seribers recently have met with

instant favor, for they are new,
lnexpensive and tasteful. We

Will print them in any color
these prices

100 - - - 4 00
200 - - - - 6 75
800 9,50
400 - - - - 12 25
500 - - - 1475

Each additional zoo over 500, $2.50.
ORDER NOW.

Ties 'NTI Co,, Lil.
TOROINTO.

DECISIONS IN COMMERCIAL LAW.

THE BiLL AND SOCKET FASTENEB COMPANY v
KnAETzEB.-Where the appellee has encum
bered the record with copies of some fift
immaterial patente, itl i a proper case for th
application of the rule, which authorizes thi
court to impose conta upon appelles guilty o
requiring unneceuaary parts of the record tg
be printed, and he sbould be oharged witl
half the costs of printing the record in thii
case. Care should be taken that conte are no
unnecessarily increased by incorporating use
less papers, and that the case il presented
fairly and intelligently. This is a judgmeni
of the Supreme Court of the United States.

DANE V. MORTGAGE INSURANCE COMPANY
LIMITED.-By an instrument purporting to be
a policy of insurance, it was witnessed thal
the defendants guaranteed 'to the "assured,'
the plaintif, payment of a sum of money
deposited by ber in a bank in Australia, if the
bank should make default in paying the same.
The bank made default in payment of the sum
deposited. Subsequently to snob default, a
scheme of arrangement between the bank and
its creditors was under a statute of the colony
of Victoria, where the bank carried on busi-
ness, sanctioned by a meeting of creditors
and the colonial Court. By this socherne the
bank was ro be wound up, and a new bank
constituted, the oreditors of the old bank
becoming entitled, respectively, to deposit
receipts of the new bank payable in five years
with interest for two-thirds of their debts,
and to preference shares in the new bank for
the balance, and accepting suob provision in
satisfaction of their debts. rhe plaintif did
not assent to the acheme, which, however, was
binding upon ber under the colonial statute.
The plaintif sued the defendants on their
contract for the amount of the sum deposited
by her with the bank, and applied for leave to
sign judgment. The Court of Appeal, in
England, held that the defendants remained
liable on their contract, notwithstanding the
scheme of arrangement. The contract was
upon its true construction one of insurance
against a certain event, viz., the bank's de-
fault, and that event having happened, the
defendants were liable to pay the sum insured,
but would be entitled, the contract being one
of indemnity, upon payment, to be subrogated
to the rights of the plaintif under the scheme
of arrangement.

WAGER v. TH BPROVIDENCs INSURANCE COM-
PANY.-As between a common carrier of goods
and an underwriter upon them, the liability
to the owner for their lois is primarily upon
the carrier, while the liability of the insurer
is only secondary, according to tie Supreme
Court of the United States. An insurer who
has paid a loss, may use the name of the as.
sured in an action to obtain redres from the
carrier, whose failure of duty caused the los@.
The right, by way of subrogation, of an in-
surer, upon paying for the total lois of the
goode insured, to recover over against the
carrier i only that right which the assured
has. When a bill of lading provides that the
carrier, when liable for the los, shall have the
full benefit of any insurance that may have
been effected upon the goods, this provision
limits the rights of subrogation of the insurer.
A valid claim by the underwriter to be subro-
gated to the rights of the owner will not arise
where the carrier has contracted with the
owner that he, the carrier, shall have the
benefit of any insurance. Where the carrier
is actually and in terma the party insured, the
underwritr can have no right to recover over
againul the carrier, even if the amount cf

the policy bas sbeen paid by the insurance

rcompany te the ownem on th1e order cf the
carrier. A deoree againsl a parly whicb me-
mains unreversed and is in full force, is con-

y' oluive against bu.ýe
ss1 SKIP V. STODDÂD.-A customer and a
f broker buying and selling stocks upon margins
o stand in the relation cf pledgor and pledgee,
hand the tact Ibal 1he broker ha. impiied rigbt

a cf r.pledglng stocke doe net change th1e rela-
4t ion, acfiording te tbe Supreme Court cf

Connecticut.

tAuiscr v. McDeNALhID.-When a credilor cf
a parln.rabip, wbc holda a mertgage on pro.
perty of th. firm amply sufficient te secure
bis claim, discharges that morîgage aI 1the

e request cf one parîner, wilbout tb. consent
c f or notice te tbe cîher, although he knews
that tbe partnership bas been dissolved, and
that the continuing partnem bas assumed the
liabililieu, he cannet afterwamds recover as
against the reliringparlner, says the Court of

àAppeal for Ontario.

f

1 LUNITED STATE. 0op AmEicA V. THE LAT£ CeR-

SPORÂTION 0F THE CEURCE OP JEsUS CHRIST 0F
LÀTTER DAT SINTS.-Ccngress, as th1e supreme
legielalure cf 1the Territory cf Utah, badl full
power and authority te direct the winding up
of the afair of the Curch of Jeus Christ cf

Latter-Day Sainte as a defunt corporation,
andK v order i Tpropery te be applied te lawful
religions and charitable usesgconormableas
near ai practiable te thosete wich ilwaserig.
inally dedicated, By ete resoluaion ..f Con-
greso cf 189, te personal property and money
now in v.e bandaofND.eWeceivern cf f eChurch
ol Jesus Christ cf Latter-Day Saints, not ansa-
ing frmmthe sale cf rente cf real estale since
1887, was restred said cburc, te be applied
under the direction and control cf toe firr
presidency ef said church te the charitable
uses and purpases thereo. This judgment cf
the Supreme Court i be United States flaly
disposesthf the disputes atas e destination
of te propertyifie Mormon Church.

BUaoOKLEU@BY v. TEmpcRANCE BUILDING SOCIETY.
-This was an action fer redemption wbich
turned upon the questiongas tehe sfarembe
plaintif wao hable for y e Uet cf bis agent,
who bad exceeded bis autority. The agent
in question was the plaintif'. son, who had
been entrused by the plaintif with certain
tille deeds wich ho was authooized te pledge
witb a certain bank fr the putpose of raising
a Jeanof £2,250. The son pledged ane deeds
with anether bank than tbat named for a much
larger sum than £2250. Part fltae sum
ths raiesed to sapplied tor bis fatber's use or
paid te him, and the rest bnkeparl o hiefwn
use. Subequently he induced the defendant
t0 advance a stili langer sum, eut cf whicb 11e
paid th1e bank the sum pevioely procumed,
and kep l. prest for bis own use. The son,
te securembis advanoe by the defendantes, de
positeds of tile deeds wis tem, and aloa
convyanceo f the pMoperty coveed thereby,

BurpoingB e b.E made by bE plaintif, but
w-hic was, in tact, a forgery. The defendans
had no notice qf b. fraudof e son, wh sub-
sequently abscended. The plaintif claimed
th1e ight te redeem tbe tltle'deeds on payment
cf £2,250 which he ad authorized te be bor-
rowed; but the Court of Appeal in England
bld tha l .e plaintif,e aving placed the deeds
in bis sons band, could net redee them
wilbout paylng the whole smn whicb 1the de.
fendantsebad advanced upon the securiy of
he deeds, nowithsanding h kettfe son had

exceeded bie aulbcrity in raising more money
thane Swaseinstluced te raise, and bad effet.
ed biepupose bytforgery. This casei.e some.

posiae anaeg tite Dugganis them abLndlona

whc Caain Loan Caney. Tedfnat
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