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THOMSON, HENDERSON & BELL,

+ BARRISTERS, SOLICITORS, &c.
D. §. THOMSON, Q.C.

DAYID HENDERSON, Offices
GXORGE BELL, Board: of Trade Bulldmgs
JONN B. HOLDEN, TORONTO.

WN. LOUNT, Q.C. A. H. MARSH, Q.C.
W. A. CAMERON, M.A. GEO. A. KINGSTON.

Cable Address—* Marsh, Toronto.”

Lounr,'msu & CAMERON,

BARRISTERS, SOLICITORS, &c.

" Bolicitors for the Trust and Loan Co'y of Canada and

for the Standard Bank.

85 Toronto 8t., TORONTO. Telephone 45

G. G. S. LINDSEY, LYON LINDSEY.

LINDSEY & LINDSEY,

Barristers, Solicitors, Notaries, and
Conveyancers.

-~ Pacific Buildings, 23 Scott Street, TORONTO.
TFELEPHONE 3984 - - Money to Loan

OTTAWA.

| ATCHFORD & MURPHY,

Bartisters, Solicitors, Notaries, &c.,

Parliamentary and Departmental
Agents.

Oﬂices, 19 Elgin St., N.E. Cor. Sparks and Elgm Sts.

OTTAWA.
Telephone 859,
F. R. LATCHFORD,

BIBB()NS McNAB & MULKERN,

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

CHAS. MURPHY.

GEO. M'NAB.
FRED. F. HARPER.

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

ENRY F. a.fl JACKSON, Real Estate and General
Financial and Assurance Agency, King Street,
Brockvule

EORGE F. JEWELL, F.C.A,, Public Accountant
and Auditor. Office, No. 198 Queen’s Avenue,
London, Ont.

THOMAS CLARKE, Hardware and General Agent,
60 Prince William Street, Saint John, N.B.

WINNIPEG City Property and Mamtoba Farms

holelshk, sold, rented or Money1 d
or invest Mineral locations. Valuator, Insurance
Agent, &c. Wu. R, GRUNDY, formerly of Toronto.
Over 6 years in business in Winnipeg Office, 490 Main
Street. "P. O. Box 234.

COUNTIES Grey and Bruce Collections made on
commission. lands valued and sold, notices served.

A general fi Leading loan

companies, lawyers and wholesale merchants gwen as
ences.

refer
H. H. MILLER, Hanover

HENRY T. LAW, General Agent.

special attention given to fl|_)la<:mg loans for dutside
money brokers References from leading mercantile
men. Office: Wellington St. East, Toronto.

JAS. TASKER
Accountant and Trustee

180 St. James Street
Iontreal, Que.

Personal and

And Bad Accousts are
spociaities with our col-
lecting department,
Don't write anything
off until we see what we

ay oan do with It
R. G. DUN & CO.
. _ ) Tomntéofand Principal Cities

DECISIONS IN COMMERCIAL LAW.

SiMs v. LANDRAY.—Two questions were
raised: first, whether the filling in of a pur-
chaser’s name in a memorandum of purchase of
land was a good signature, and, secondly,
whether such signature by the auctioneer's
clerk was good, under {ke following circum-
stances : The défendant was declared the high-
est bidder and the purchaser of a parcel of land
sold by auction. The auctioneer’s clerk went
to the defendant, who was unknown to the
auctioneer, to obtain his name and address. The
defendant went to the table and stood beside it
while the clerk filled in his name and address
in the memorandum as follows: **I, Joseph
Gilbert Landray, of etc., etc.” The defendant
refused to sign, as he had not his cheque-book
with him, but said he would call again and sign
the contract and pay the deposit. He subse.
quently declined to complete. Romer, ]., held
that there was authority given by the purchaser
to the clerk to sign for him; as his standing by
in order to watch the clerk's entry, after giving
his name and address for the express purpose of
being written in the memorandum, was a suffi
cient authority ;- and also that the insertion of
the name in the body of the memorandum was
a sufficient signature. The auctionéer, until the
hammer falls, is the agent of the vendor alone.
Upon the fall of the hammer, which indicates
the acceptance of the purchaser's offer or bid,
the auctioneer is, from the nature of the case
and the usual practice in such matters, the as-
sumed agent of the purchaser to sign the con-
tract. That his agency is not a general one, is
clear from the fact that where the auctioneer is
selling his own property he is not entitled to
sign for the purchaser.

Re CampBeLL EsTaTE.—This was an applica-
tion under the Succession Duty Act of Mani-
toba. The deceased, who lived in Manitoba,
died there; with the exception of cattle on a
farm in the province, valued at $4,500, the
whole of the estate, valued at over $70,000, con-
sisted of bank stocks in several Canadian banks,
the head offices of which were in Quebec or
Ontario, shares in the Hudson’s Bay Company,
and moneys in the hands of that company in
London. A question arose under the Succes-
sion Duty Act as to the duty payable on the
estate, if any. Held by the Surrogate judge at
Winnipeg that the matter might be decided on
the simple ground that the statute, when it ex-
pressly limited its operation to ‘ property
situate within this province,’ should be taken to
mean property actually situated, not merely
deemed to be situated, within Manitoba. It
seemed unlikely that the word * situate " would
have been inserted if it had been intended that
the provisions of the Act should extend to the
personalty which, though actually situated
abroad, was by fiction of law considered as hav-
ing for certain purposes & situs where the de-
ceased person had hisdomicil. While it is true
that personal property for sofne purposes is said
to follow the domicil of the deceased owner, and
to be dealt with as if it had been situnted in: the
country where that domicil is situated, it could
not be properly said that the property wus
situated there. There were other provisions in
the statute which were consistent only with the
idea that the property intended to be taxed was
property actually situated within the province.
Even if the word ‘‘situate’” had not been used
in the statute, taking it-as a whole the proper
construction to place upon it would be one which
would exclude personalty outside the province.
There was no sufficient reason to draw a dis.
tinction between property such as bank stock
and personalty of & more tangible character, so

as to hold the statute applicable in the case qf:
the former, though not of the latter. It &
ing that the sons and daughters of the deceased
were the only beneficiaries, there was no reason
why the matter should not be considered, for
the purposes of the Act, as if the $4,500 were
the only property passing under the will, and
if so, no duty would be payable.

RovaL INsURANCE CoMPANY oF ENGLAND-
vs. THE INsURANCE CoMPANY OF NORTH
AmeRricA.—The Supreme Court of the United
States holds that there is nothing in the inter;
state commerce law which vitiates bills of lad~
ing, or which, by reason of an allowance of a:
rebate to the agents of the owners or, cop-
signees of goods, if actually made, would m-
validate'the contract of affreightment or exempt
a railroad company from liability on its bllls of
lading. .

A FRIENDLY SOCIETY TEST CASE.

At St. Helen’s, England, police court, on the
5th inst., a case was heard in which Thomas
Manchester sought. to recover £18 from the
Royal Liver Friendly Society, alleged to be
due on a policy of insurance effected upon the
life of his father. Mr. Mearns appeared for
the plaintiff, and Mr. Barber, of Ashton-under-
Lyne, for the company.

Plaintiff stated that in June, 1879, he msuted
his father in the society, and paid a premium
of 2d. a week, the amount payable at death to
be £6. Ina month or two afterwards he in-
creased it to 6d. a week, the amount at death to
be £18. When his father died the company
refised payment, although in premiums he had
paid over £20. In reply to Mr. Barber, plamnﬁ’
admitted that he fell into arrear, and received a
notice from the company, but it was not a
lapse notice. He was re-admitted into the
society in August, 1893, but the arrears re-
mained. Mrs. Manchester testified that after
her father-in-law’s death, Mr. John May, the
local superintendent, said he would tty and get
them the money, but he did not know whether
he should succeed.

Mr. Barber said he would not rely upon
technicalities, or he could urge that Thomas
Manchester had no insurable interest in the life
of his father. He was going to ask the Bench
to decide upon the documents, and also -upon
the rules of the society. Mr. Barber then pro-
ceeded to show that there was 10s. 8d. arrears
of the premiums, and adduced a letter sent by
Mr. May asking the Manchesters if in the event
of a grant being made by his company hb
should deduct the arrears.

Mr. Mearns pointed out that at the time of
the death the arrears had not beer called for:

Mr. John May said he sent a notice of for-
feiture to Mrs. Manchester, because she paid
the premiyms. He called regularly ‘for the
premiums. .

By Mr. Mearns—He called fortmghtly

Mr. Mearns—The rules say you shall call
weekly. If you had called weekly they might
have been clear.

Mr. May replied they called as often as there
was money to call for.

The magistrates elicited that by the rules
when people who had lapsed through arrear
were granted re-admission, three months were
allowed in which to pay sucharrears. It trans-
pired that in this case death took place thhm
the three months. Plaintiff would Have ju%
ment for the full £18.

Mr. Mearns said- tlns
affecting the public, a.nd ‘
costs, and the magislra.ﬁldwm spadd
costs.—Insurance Record, Londdmo1o?




