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Bridge Case Heard By The
Chief Justice.

Mr. Cassidy Contends That the City gested—insurance

Did Not Assume the Charge
of Bridges. \

Tixe Chief Justice Refers Again to
the Advantage of a Compro-
mise Settlement.

A case of vital interest to the city and
citizens of Victoria was before Chief
Justice Davie all Thursday in the Su-
Jpreme court, upon motion by Mr.
Charles Wilson, Q.C. of Vancouver, for
judgment in the action of Gordon v. the
Corporation—the first of the damage
suits arising out of the Point Ellice
bridge disaster. All evidence had been
taken in the matter at the recent trial in
Vancouver when a series of questions
was left with the special jury, to which
they returned the following answers, in
the main affirmatory of the statement of
claim: ’

1. Q. What was the proximate, that is
tosa;, the immediate cause of the acci-
dent -

A. We find the accident was caused by
the bteaking of a hanger; this we consider
proved by the fact that one was broken, and
no other strain so great could have been
put upon it at the time of the accident as
that caused by the car passing over it; we
further think the niissing hanger strength-
ens this conclusiou.

2. Q. Was the corporation blameable for
such cause, and how ?

. Yes, because having been made
aware of the bad condition of the bridge
through the report of. the engineer and
otherwise, they attempted repairs, but the
work was not done sufficiently well to
strengthen the structure. In our oglmon
it was their duty to first ascertain the car-
rying capacity of the bridge before allowing
such heavy cars to pass over it.

3. Q. Was the accident due to any act
or negligence on the part of the railway
company, and, if so, describe such act or
negh%?nce?

A. No.

Q. After having answered the above
questions, please say whether in your belief
any of the substituted stirrups’ putin by
the Corporation broke, either at the welds
or otherwise, and how.

A. There is no evidence to show, but in
our opinion the missing stirrup hanger
must have broken at the welds, otherwise
it would have been found attached to the
tioor beam.

(a) Q. Did the Corporation at the time
of the repairs made in 1892 know the plan
and design of the bridge, the method of
construction, and ¢the nature of the ma-
terial employed and the  capacity of the
bridge?

A. No.

(b) Q. If not, could the Corporation
have readily acquired that information,
and did they refrain from so doing?

A Yes, - -

(¢) Q. Did the Corporation assume the
entire charge, control and management of
the bridge, and if so, when?

A. Yes; January 8, 1891. ”

(d) Q. Did the Comi&n{ first be§m to
run big cars across the bridge before or
after -the Corporation assumed control of
the ‘bridge? .

A. After. .

(e) Q. Did the Corporation, with a view
to increased traffic and the use by the com-
pany of larger cars, effect any alterations
in the bridge? .

A. Yes.

(f.) Q. Were such alterations (if made
done properly, having regard to the intend-
ed use by the company of large cars such
as the one in which the deceased was car-
ried ?

A. No.

(g.) Q. Did the then company in 1892,
witgh)the consent of the Corporation, make
anK a%terations in the bridge?

es,

(h.) Q- Were such- alterations by the
company proper, having regard to the in-
tended use by the company of large cars
such as the one in which the deceased was
carried ? - ’

A. They might have been better,

(1) Q. Was the bridge, after the changes
made by the Corporation and Company,
strong enough to carry the large cars
alone? Ditto, when loaded to their fullest
caXscity? 2

. No. "

(m.) Q. Was the car in'which the deceas-
ed was carried .overloaded at the time of
the accident ?

. No. :

(n.) Q. Did the Company, with the con-
sent of the Corporation, use cars of a size
and weight be‘g'ond the strength of the
bridge to carry

A. Yes. \

Yesterday’s proceedings were in the
main technical, many eminent author-
itied pro and con, being cited by Mr.
Wilson, for the plaintiff, fin asking for
judgment, and by Mr. Robert Cassidy,
in behalf of the city. The argument
was not, however, beyond the ceompre-
hension of the average intelligent lay-

His Lordship in the opinion that a com-

Couneel on both sides concurred with
promise settlement could have been
reached for & most moderate sum a short
time ago, and that—as Mr. Wilson sug-
companies as well as
the government and the tramway peo-
ple, would have willingly assisted.

In moving for judgment, Mr, Wilson
maintained that the only thing nir-
ing present consideration was the find-
ing of the special jury, the question of
non-suit not now being under debate."
Chief Justice Davie did not endorse
this view, but suggested that counsel for
Mrs. Gordon should deal with the ques-
tion of non-suit, as well.

In complying, Mr. Wilson submitted
that the findings should not be separ-
ately considered and ecriticised, but
rather that they should be taken in en-
tirety, in which case the misfeasance was
plainly found. Counsel then proceeded
to discuss the findings in question, con-
tending that the answers of the jm'g to
the questions placed before them
amounted in reality to a direct finding
of . misfeasance. ‘As reasonable men,
those in charge of the corporation affairs
should have ascertained the carrying
capacity of thé-bridge—every answer of
the jury from A. to N. was pertinent to
this issue with the exeeption of ‘M.,
which had nothing to do with_the point
now under discussion. \ The jury
having determined that the bridge
at the time of its collapse was
insufficient to sustain ordinary traffic,

car which went through had been over-
loaded. The questions to the jury had
all been based on the statement of claim
and the answers in every case had been
afirmative. Counsel contended that
these 2nswers severally and collectively
constituted a distinct finding of mis-
feasance, entitling the plaintiff to judg-
ment. The jury had found that inas-
much as the corporation hadin January,
1891, assumed the care and mainten-
ance of Point Ellice bridge, the duty
resting upon the city wad precisely the
same as it would have been had the cor-
poration been the original builders—the
remedy for non-performance of that
duty being indictment for passive wrong-
doing. In this connection several auth-
orities were cited as to the duty of the
corporation, not as to the actionable
liability—Harold v. Simcoe, 16 U.C.C.P.,
p. 43;18 U.C.C.P., p. 1; Rex v. Bucks,
11, Rev. Reports, p. 347; Rex v. Kent,
16 Rev. Reports, p. 330; Reg. v. South-
ampton, 19 Q.B.D., p. 592; and also
Dillon on Corporations, p. 1.267, sec.
1,009. Interpreting the answers of the
jury.in the light of these, Mr. Wilson
held that the finding had been directly
one of misfeasdnce; he accordingly sub-
mitted that the plaintiff was entitled to
judgment, and moved that it be entered.

The Chief Justice—But assuming that
there has been misfeasance, is it clear
that the Corporation are liable?

Mr. Wilson—That appears to be an
undoubted proposition. It is the result
to be found in ‘all this class of cases.
They are liable to action if guilty of
active wrongdoing, though liable only to
indictment in the event of their wrong-
doing being passive.

The Chief Justice—It is true you will

the Privy Council, tending to'show that
for direct misfeasance the Corporation
are liable, but can you find any cases
where the Privy Council has so held
when the point has been distinctly be-
fore them. Can you point me to an
authorities, other than the Bathurst case,
where a corporation has been held liable
for acts of misfeasance? In McKinnon
v. Penson (23 L. J.) we find a practical
demal of corporation liability even for
acts of positive misfeasance. The rea-
sons given lie equally against an action
for misfeasance as for nonfeasance.

Mr. Wilson mentioned the Bathurst
cage a8 showing that liability could be
supported on the ground of misfeasance
ag well as that of nonfeasance.

The Chief Justice observed that this
Bathurst cage had no doubt long been a
trap into which many colonial courts
had fallen. The Privy Council itself
had so modified its decision in that case
that it was hard to say what that case
was now authority for. A positive
dictum that for misfeasance the Cor-
poration is liable was found in Sydney
v. Bourke, but according to Russell v.
The Men of Devon and m<Kinnonv.
Preston, it seemed to him that the sawe
reason that they were not liable for non-
feasance would apply also to misfeasance.
However, he was bound to follow the
dictum of the Privy Council in the
latest case, that of Sydney v. Bourke.
The principal reason for their non-re-

it was not material whether or not the |4

DI sion in thie Bathurst case, and no one | the country thiree or four years after the | devolvin
: can eay what conclasion they will ar-|cause of action accrited, might be com- | responsibility would be clear. . But the
¢ | rive at upon the facts of this.  The pol- | pelled to pay for acts of omission or|statutes, the ronly guide and source of
~ icy of the City in courting an adverse | commission in which they' had takenno | power, were silént on the point, and
decision, when they might settle it for a part? - Y - -

Argument on the Point Ellice|;ymrerative trifle, was, he' thought,

ment cited several authorities to show
that the Corporation should be held

625; the Mildrid Cage, 8 Ap. Cases,
885; Mersey Docks v. Penhallow, La

bury v. Greenhalgh, 1 Q.B.D. Sum-
ming up, counsel held that the Corpora-

clusive control of Point Ellice bridge;
that the Corporation was liable to pro-
perly maintain the- structure; that the
Corporation knew, or should have
known, of the frailty of the structure;
and that, practically, the Corporation
had by negligence set a trap for the un-
wary by permitting Hpasaengera to make
use of the bridge, He thereupon moved
for judgment.

hfr. Cassidy on the other hand argued
that the real defendants in this action,
out of whom the damages must be levied,
were the ratepayers of the city of Vie-
toria, present and future. The question
was whether -any wrongful act had been
committed id regard to this bridge by
any person or persons legally represent-
ing puch ratepayers in the doing of the
acts complained of as being negligent.
The Mun}:}ig&l Act only made the cor-
porate y the representative of
the ratepayers for the purposes set
forth in the act which defines its powers
and duties. The act in itself did not
give the city any power or impose any
uty upon it in regard to roads, streets
or bridges. It gave it the power to
assume control of that subject by passing
by-laws by means of. which the city
might provide for the building mainten-
ance, repair, etc., of such roads or
bridges. Until such corporate assump-
tion of the powers to deal with the sub-
ject, all acts to that end done by the
council or any of its servants were not
corporate acts, but individual acts of
those undertaking the work—No by-law
had been proved. (Waterous Company
v. Palmerston, 21 8.C.R., p. 556; Ber-
nardine v. Dafferin, 19 S8.C.R., p. 581.)
Assuming, however, that the corpor-
ation had legally undertaken the charge
of the bridge, it was not liable to an
action either for misfeasance or nonfeas-
ance, there being no statutory obliga-
tion or civil liabilily created.” (Russel
v. Men of Deven, 2 Term Rep., p. 667;
McKinnon v. Penson, 9 Ex., p. :
Campbell v. St. John, 26 S8.C. R.,
p. 1; Wallis v. Assiniboia, 4
Man., L. R.) In cases where non-
feasance only had been made out,
the plaintiffis had failed and the
Privy Council had put its judgment on
the ground that there was no misfeas-
ance, but there was no case holding that
a corporafion was Jdiable for a negligent
act of commission unless there had been
a statutory duty carefully to do the act
in question. Assuming that the city.
was liable for misfeasance there was no
evidence and no finding of the jury that
any act for which the city was blame-
able caused the disaster. It appeared
by the evidence and also by the findings
of the jury that there were numerous
serious defects in the bridge, par-
ticularly having regard to- the
|8traing it was called upon to support.

find many quotations in the cases before | T was found specifically that the bridge

was not strong enough to carry the large
cars either alone or when loaded, and
that the car in. question was overloaded
at the time of the accident, and, as the
legal responsibility of the city only had

Y | reference to the very slight alterations

in the bridge made by it, the inference,
in the absence of an express and defi-
nite finding to the contrary, would be
that the disaster was caused by some of
the numerous and - glaring defects of
which the city was not responsible, and
it was necessary, therefore, to read any
finding pointing to the city as the real
cause at least without any inference
against the city. The jury had found
that the immediate cause of the acci-
dent was the breaking of a hanger, and
that the missing hanger strengthened
the conclusion. When further asked
whether any of the substituted stirrup
hangers plit in bythe city broke whether
at the welds or elsewhere they answered
truly,” ‘‘there is no evidence to
show;”’ and added, ‘‘in our
opinion the missing stirrup hanger must
have broken at the weld, as otherwise it
would have been attached to the floor
beam.”” The brokeén hanger was not one
of those converted by the city. It alone
wag indicated by the jury as the cause of
the disaster.” A t0 the missing haz er,
it might possibly, as the Jury stiggesied,
have broken at one of the welds put in
hy the city, whether as the result of the
collapse Of the bridge or not was not

sponsibility was that the ratepayers
constitute a fluctuating body and it
was not just to hold the ratepayers of
to-day responsible for the misdeeds of
the ratepayers of yesterday.

As instances in which corporations

man, and several prominent ratepayers,
as well as members of the local bar,
listened to the proceedings . with close
attention. In the course of the after-
noon one especially interesting incident
developed, when the Chief Justice par-
enthetically referred to the very great
cost which the present legal proce ings
must involve. He did not think for &
moment that had the city introduced a
by-law a year ago to afford reasonable
compensation to the sufferers any ques-
tion could exist of its passing.
Were such a by-law presented even
at this late day he was inclined to think
it would meet with very little opposi-
tion. Bat if it had been brought for-
ward before these expensive and cum-
bersome proceedings were _initiated, it
was reagsonably certain that all claims
could have been discharged for perhaps
fifty thousand dollars. :

2GMr. Wilson—Yes; in all likelihood for

That the council had neglected to take
Some measures in the direction of a com-
promise, the learned Chief Justice said,
was to be lamented. The thing to do was

had been held liable for misfeasance Mr.
‘Wileon ‘quoted Smith v. West Derby
Local Board, 8 C.P., p. 423.

The Chief Justice—Holding responsi-
ble for the negligence.of a year ago the
ratepayers of to-day might be to hold re-
sponsible an existing body for what that
body might actually have made good.
In the interval half the real estate in the
city might have changed hands, and the
adoption of the principle suggested would
be practically to put sn attachment on
all property in- the city, which, before
judgment, would be contrary to Picker-
ing v. Loring L.R. 16 Q.B.D.

As to the responsibility of the Cor-
poration for not seeing that the work
was done properly, Mr. Wilson cited
Cox v. Packington, 64 Law Times,
566—a case very similar to that of Smith
v. West Derby.

Returning again to McKinnon v. Pear-
son, His Lordship groceeded to read the
words of Lord Chief Justice Coleridge as

suggested ; it Was not, at all events, even
suggested that its breaking was a cause
of the disaster ; everything in regard to
it was necessarily mere speculation,
though it was enough to say that there
wag no definite finding in regard to it
and no evidence. The eity not then
being shown liable in regard to the
hangers. In what were they blameable?
For the purpose of ascertaining if the
city was blameable for in regard to what
they should decide to be the cause of the
disaster, they were asked, ** Was the city
blameable for such cause.’’ They distinct-
ly refused to say so. They said, “Yes,
because having been made aware of the
bad condition of the bridge through the
report of the engineer and otherwise,
they attempted repairs, but the work
was not sufficiently well done to
strengthen the structare. In our opinion
it was their duty to first ascertain the
carrying capacity of the bridge before

allowingsuch heavy cars to pass over it.”

That was a finding of acts of nonfeasance

p. | disassociated from the found cause of the

disaster. It fairly represented the

follows :
‘‘ Secondly, the usnal and proper op-
eration of clauses such as that under

liable, having sh}ut their eyes to a 50“-110"“% thel,::thoé'iti_e& &pon which
knawledge available of defects; r. Cassidy relied and wi e question | - )
u?:g ggges v. Gordon, 2 Ap. soa;?;g. ’ot:iianon-s?xt. COl‘g::lel for the quorpora,- Companies Act,” Part 1V., and Amending Acts.

also accor 5 —
P. t::itw?o advance his :rgsg(f_f’:nts'opg):;, “The Gold Fields of British Co.umbia,
Rpts. 1 House of Lords, pp. 93 and 104. | Mr. Wilsot having made _application to
As to the liability of the Corporation for | put in 8 copy of the Provincial Gazette
acts of misfeasance counsel cited Pendle- | containing publication of the cltty Esti-

tion had at the time of the accident_ex- | not availed-itself of the authority given

London.

upon them, ' their moral

MWr, Wikt fjsioutiading his argu- %‘;3:‘1}'.::}? of “sach a duty wisn the | CERTIFICATE OF REGISTRATION OF A

ridge was taken within the city limits,
Mr. Wilson replied at length, dealing

mates By-law of 1892—in disproof of Mr.
Cassidy’s contention that the city had

by statute to pass by-laws for the
management of streets and bridges, in
dealing with the motion for judgment,
the Chief Justice said :

‘* As I consider that I haye not sui-
ficient material before me upon which
to deliver judgment in the absence of
proof whether a by-law was passed in
1892 authorizing the expenditure of
public money in the maintenance
and repair of bridges, I direct
the ‘motion to stand over for
further consideration, and I also direct
an inquiry as to whether any and what
by-law was passed by the council in
1892 relative to the expenditure of cor-
porate moneys on bridges, such inquiry
to proceed before myself on Saturday
morning, at 10.30 o’clock.

POWELLS LAKE ORES,

A New Scene of Aectivity in Coast
Mining Described by the Lo-
cators in Seattle,

Lardeau Company Flosted in Lon-
don—From Nanaimo Lakes—
The Golden Cache,

John B. Denny, Capt. E. P. Miner and
Noble Wallingford only recently re-
turned to Seattle from a two months’
prospecting trip through the Coast dis-
trict of British Columbia, and they
were g0 well pleased with their discov-
eries that Mr. Wallingford has started
again for the same section. Mr. Denny
gave a running account of the trip to a
Post-Intelligencer representative, in
which he said :

*“ Active prospecting, generally in
boats, is going on for 400 miles up the
coast from Vancouver. We went up
the straits and prospected in the lake
regions, fifty miles into the in-
terior and 120 miles from Vancou-
ver We worked around Powell’s lake,
right in the Coast range, surrounded
by mountains 5,000 to 8,000 feet high.
It is about forty miles long and three or
four miles wide, with an islaud in the
maiddle fourteen miles long and three to
five miles wide. The climate is very
mild and there is no snow till you reach
an elevation of 4,000 feet. The principal

dikes and diorite.  The ledges are gen-
erally in contact between granite and
porphyry, mostly running southeast by
northwest, and are mineralized more or
less clear across with copper sulphides
associated with galena. We madeseveral
locations and expect to return very soon.

‘“The south ‘end of Powell’s lake
.comes within one mile of . Malaspina
straite and’ Powell river will afford water
transportation for half that distance,
while for the other half ore will have to
be trammed. The lake is deep and
navigable, and well sheltered from
storms. It'is only one of many similar
lakes in the coast range all the way up
to Alaska.

‘“ At Rivers Inlet, a little over 300
miles from Vancouver, a big strike has
been made by a man named Grant. He
has a number of ledges in a slate forma-
tion, carrying free gold and black sul-
phurets, and one specimen I saw would
run into thousands of dollars.

* In British Columbia they have what
we lagk—plenty of outside capital and
considerablelocal capital for the develop-
ment of their mines. A man who lo-
cates 5 claim can go to Vaucouver or
New Westminster atid gell it for a good
price. Times are improving very rapid-
ly at Vancouver and they have not felt
the denression as we did here. Some
good brick und stone buildinss are ~oino
up, a8 well as a number of handsome
residences towards the park.

“An accident happened on Powel
river the day we came out, which 1 have
not seem in-iny of the newspaperd. A

rock is granite, with intrusive porphyry |an

NOTICES.

No. 466.

Limited (Foreign).
Registered the 9th day of April, 1897.

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I have this
. day registered * The Gold Fields of
British Columbia, Limited Foreifn),
under the ‘‘ Companies Act,” Part IV.
*“ Registration of Foreign Conipanies,” and
amending Acts,
_The head office of the said Company is
situated in England.
The objects for which the Company is
established are:—
(1.) To prospect and explore for the pur-
pose of obtaining information, and also to
acquire and enter into treaties and con-
tracts, and engagements of an description,
and either absolute or con itional, with
respect to mines, mining rights, minerals,
lands, forests, harbours, water rights, rivers
and property of every or any nature situate
in any part of British Columbia or else-
where; and to negotiate for and acquire
concessions, privileges ané rights, absolute
or conditional, from any sovereign, powers,
rulers, governments or states, or person or
Egrsons, or from any corporate or other
dy, and to enter into any arrangement
with any goveanenl.,. ruler or authority,
municipal or otherwise, for any purposes
or to any effect, and from timeto time to
alter and vary the same accordingly :
(2.) To carry on mercantile, commercial,
trading and financial business of any and
every description, either as principals or
agents, and to buy, sell and enter into con-
tracts, either absolute or conditional, in re-
spect of stocks, shates, debentures, deben-
ture stock, bonds, obligations, options and
securities of every or any description in
any part of the world :
(3.) To purchase, take on lease, or ac-
quire by exchange, licence, hire or other-
wise, lands, forests, buildings, harbours,
mines, mining riihts, patents or other
rights or claims (whether absolute, ‘exclu-
sive, opti nal. conditional or’ limited) and
any « ther kind of property in fang part ot
British Columbia or elsewhere, and in par-
ticular to adopt and carry into effect an
agreement dated the 29th day of December,
1896, and made between the Gold Explor.
ation and Development Syndicate of Brit-
ish Columbia, Limited, of the oné part. and
Henry Alfred Wardley, on behalf of this
Company, of the other part, with or with-
out modification :
(4.) To work, win, quarry, convert, manu-
facture, use, crush, wash, smelt, reduce, re-
fine, or otherwise treat and render market-
able and sell, or otherwise dispose of or deal
in metalliferous quartz and ore, and other
mineral and metal substances and pro-
ducts and precious stones and produce of
every description :
(5.) To carry on and transact the busi-
ness o merchants, contractors, carriers by
land and water, farmers, vraziers, traders
in and manufacturers of all kinds of mer-
chandise, goods, provisions, and articles,
and to car'y on the businesses of bankers,
capitalists, ship-owners, managers of es-
tates, farms, mines, railways or other pro-
perties; gnd financial agents and brokersin
al. their respective branches, and the busi-
nesses of engin ers, huilders, miners, and
any other businesses directly or indirectly
connected with, or capable of being con-
veniently carried on in connection with,

objects of the Company :
(6.) To erect, construct, establish, or ae-
quire by purchase, hire or otherwise, and
carry out, maintain, improve, develop
manage, work, control and superintend

roa&s, ways, brid -es, harbours, reser-
voirs, water—'w&‘ks,’ “g4s" works, electricul
works, farms, canals, tramways, railways,
quays, wharves, furnaces, milis crushing
and hydraalic works, factories, ware-

inery, focomotives, wagons, appliances, ap-
paratus and other plant and works, and to
contribute, to subsidise, and otherwise aid
and take part in any such constructions,
works or operations:

: (7.) To cultivate lands and properties,
whether belonging to the Company or not,
and develop the resources thereof by build-
ing, reclaiming, clearing, draining, dam-
ming, ditching, farming, planting and
otherwise, upon such terms or system as
may be considered advisable. and to breed,
grow and deal in all kinds of stock, cattle,
sheep. horses and produce:

(8.) To improve, manage, develop, or
otherwise turn to account, or deal with all
or any of the preperty and rights of the
Company:

(9.) To establish and support or aid in
the establishment or the support of associ-
ations, institutions, funds, trusts and con-
veniences calculated to benefit employees
or ex-employ es of the Company, or the de-
pendants or connections of such persons,
and to grant pensions and allowances, and
to make payments towards insurance, and
to subscribe Or guarantee money for chari-
table or Yenevolent objects, or for any ex-
hibition, or for any public, general or use-
ful object : .

(10.) To cstablish, form and_ subsid¥se, or
otherwise assist in the establishnent, pro-
motion or formation of any yther compan-
1es naving fortheir objects ‘orsome of them,
any of the objects m~ntioned in this me-
morandam; of the prosecution ofany other
undertakings or enterprises of any descrip-
tion, having objects which may advance,
direttly or " directly. the objects of this
Company, ana to secure by underwriting

grospecﬁor named McDonald, of Union,
.C.; wag G¥owned while attempting to
cross the rapide in a canoe. He struck
a rock, his canoe was smashed to pieces
und he never rose to the surface.’’

FLOATED IN LONDON,

The Sunshkine Mining Co. of Lardeau,
B. C., was floated in London -on May 3.
The properties owned by this company
comprise the Silver Cup, Sunshine and
the Towser claims, all in the Lardeau
country Preparations are already
being made -to develop them on a
large scale. The directors are the fol-
lowing: F. 8. Barnard, Thomas Dunn,
William Farrell, J. H. Payne, R. N.
Horne-Payne, R. Northall Laurie and
Hon. Forbes G. Vernon. \

The Adventurers of British Columbia,
with the modest capital of £25,000, have
had their stock largely subscribed in

FROM NANAIMO LAKES,

assist in making explorations and surveys
In the window of the Free Press of every kind, and in promoting immigra-
chalract,er off ttnhed neglect whicllx was the | office at Nafnaimo can n]ow be seen a fine
real capise ot the disaster, namely, some- | specimen of gold and silver bearing rock
thing or the neglect of which the city | taken from agledge recently diecovgred at 23:{15?:&{:?: rg;pgggiﬁgn;g? :ﬁgxrmlgy?; tt‘):;
is not liable, It was absolutely neces- | GGreen Mountain, Dunsmuir District, | the fulfilment of

sary, to a judgment for the plaintiff | about 20 miles distant from the Nanaimo | others:
to have sufficient evidence and findings | Lakes. The ledge was traced for a width
that the city committed a negligent act | of 50 feet, and for a distance of three | Prokerage, or other remuneration or con-

tion into any country, colony or state:

or otherwise the .Subscription of all or any
g."rt of theshare or* loan capzt_al Og:gy ggri\h

om'0any, and to pa,” OF receive m-
mission®; Zrokerazrza or Other remuneration
in connéction therewitl LA

a1)"To coniract with, o™ 813 any sover
eign or other power, govern. 5 olitic or
or any municipal or other bos_ ' I;'or orin
corporate, or company or person. ".8.0r Y-
relation o capital, credit, mean works
sources for the prosecution of any ., !
undertakings, projects or enterprises; .

———
expedient) any debentures, 4 ure g
or securities of the Uompa;l yt:abenture Stock

¢# concessions or privileges of the (% any

FORE[GN COMPANY 57 for suc@\ consideration in cash :E:;!-‘:“J‘-
. otherwis¢ as the Company ma. b

and to abandon
— the time being of the Company, t

carry on any of the objects mentione(
this clause to the exclusion of the others

{any of the businesses for th: time being or

—

(17.) To sell, lease, charter, or otheryis,.

dispose of absolutely or conditioy.

for any limited interest, the wlhgil(:‘:)“v' -

part of the undertaking, pm}p
‘]

{'~11n>\'
erty, rights

may think tjy
any part of the business f,,,

(18.) To subscribe for urchas -
wise acquire the shares I1’)r stoci,ovrvl‘;me..:
ordinary, preferred or deferred, or thy 1.
benture bonds or other securities of 4y,
company, and to accept the same in
ment for any property sold, or busine-g
dertaken, or services rendered by this
Pany, and to hold, sell or otherwise dix
ot(the same: ’
19.) To pay for any ri hts PeTty
acquired by ‘the Com{)ang, or g;yp:e(rri-i‘ s
rendered to the Company,in fully or pa;
paid shares or stock, debentures or ot
securities of the Company, and to my
such payments or gifts by way of bon.
otherwise, and either in money or in y
other value as may from time "to tin.
deemed expedient” for Mformation or .
vice given, or for services of any kind r.
dered to the Or in connecti
with which the Company may direct]y .,
indirectly be interested, and generully 1,
make any payments or agree to pay
commissions, with or without any conside
ation moving to the Company, if it 15
sidered by the directors in the interests r
directly or indirectly to the benefi; the
Company so to do:
(20.) 10 promote any company for 1y
purpose ot acquiring all or any part of (.
un ertaking, property and liabilities of (.
(,ompany, or for carrying on any businiss
or doing any act or thing which may e
deemed conducive to the Prosperity of t},
Company ; also, to acquire the whole or ;
part of the undertaking and liabilit;
any now existing or future company, a1,
to conduct, liquidate or wind up the busi-
ness of any such company:
(21.) To enter into partnership or int,
any arrangement for sharing protits, (.
operation, reciprocal conc. ssion or oth.r.
wise, with any person or company, and tq
remunerate any person or persons, joint
stock or any other company, by tixed silary
or specified remuneration, or by a share o
profits present, past or future, or part one
way and part the other:
(22.) To make and carry into effect or (
termine arrangements with British or for
elgn manufacturers, railway and shipping
companies, proprietors or charterers o
shipping, carriers, proprietors of steam or
other mechanical power, and other persons
of company:
(23.) To obtain any provisional order or
Act of Parliament for enabling the (om-
pany ¢o carry any of its objects into effect,
or for effecting any moditication of the
Company’s constitution, or for any other
purpose which may seem expedient, and to
oppose .any proceedings or applications
which may seem calculated directly or in-
directly to prejudice the Company’s inter-
ests:
(24.) To undertakeand executeany trusts,
the undertaking whereof may seem desir-
able, and either gratuitiously or otherwise -
(25.) To pay any commission or broker.
age for the purpose of securing the subscrip-
tion of any part of the share or loan capital
of this Company, or of any company pro-
moted by this Comgnany, orin which thix
Company is or intends to be interested, and
generally to remunerate any persons for
underwriting ‘such capital, or for services
rendered in placing or assisting to place, or
ﬁgaranteeing the placing of any shares, de-
ntures or other securities of the Com-
pany, or for promoting or guaranteeing the
raising of capital for any other company:
(26.) To procure this Company to be legal-
ised, domiciled or recognised in any foreign
country or colony, and to procure its incor-
poration in a like character. or as a societe
anonyme in any foreign country, and to
carry on the business of the Company. or
aQF ¥J eofy in_ any foreign country or
colony, oY depefidency of the United King-
dom, or in any part of the world, under any
other style or name:
[27.] To draw, accept, make, indorse, dis-

f any
Ay~

m-
pose

freae

e-

houses, ships, steamers, tugs, barges, mach-| count and negotiate bills of exchange, prom-

issory notes, warrants and other negouable
instruments other than bank notes:
[28.] To distribute among the members
in specie, any property of the Company, or
any proceeds of sale ordisposal of any prop-
erty of the Company, but_so that no distri-
bution amounting to a reduction of capital
be made, except with the sanction [it any
for the time being required by law :
29.] To exercise the powers given by
“The Companies Seals Act, 1864, and the
‘“ Companies [Colonial Registration] Act.
1883 ’:
[30.] To do all such acts and things as are
incidental or conducive to the above ob-
jects:
[31.] Tt is expressly declared that the in-
tention is that the objects set forth in each
of the foregoing paragraphs of this clause
shall be construed in the most liberal way,
and shall be in nowise limited or restricted
by reference to any other paragraphs, or by
any inference drawn from the terms of anv
other paragraph:
[32.] The word “Company”’ in this clause,
when not applied to this Compapy, shall be
deemed to include any partfiership or
other body of persons, whether incorporat-
€d dr not incorporated, and whether domi-
ciled in the United Kingdom or elsewhere,
and whether now existing or hereafter to
e formed. .
» The capital stock of the said Company ix
£600,000, divided into 600,000 shares of £1
each. )
Given under my hand and seal of office
at Victoria, Province of British Columbia,
this 9th day of April, 1887. .
[L.S.lz 8. Y. WOOTTON,
egistrar of Joint Stock Companies

STEAM DYE WORKS,

o g 141 Yates Street, Vicioria.
Ladies and gent’s garments and houseloli /v
nishings cleaned, dyed or pressed equalto DeWw,
el)-lydew

to negotiate or contract for, ‘and act .
agents or otherwise in relation to loans or.
securities issued or proposed to be issued by
any. government or state, or mugicipal or
other authority, or company, Or- corpora-
tion, or persons or person:

(12). To lend or advance money on the
security of any kind of property, rights,
stocks, shares, securities, onds, debenture
stock, mortgages, debentures, obligations,
bills, notes, or other instruments or securi-
ties, or on the undertaking of any com-
pany or any part thereof:

(13.) To advance money for, or otherwise

(14.) To guarantee the performance of

contracts entered 1nto by

(15.) To issue on commission, or receive

- NOTICE,

STOPK b":'RTiF ICATES

L LITHOGRAPHED

STncK lEDGEhl? LETTER PRESS
STOCK JOURNALS
MINERS’ PAY SHEETS,
 MINERS' CASH ABSTRACTS
MINING REPORTS
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day night through being
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the Superintendent of
examination of public
for 1897.

Mzs. Ellen Bourpe of
gister of Ethel Gordon,
suicide in San Francis|
day, can throw no 1l
tragedy, although the (
message in which she 8
knows all.”’

AvoxG the graduates
degree of B. A. at the reg
of Queen’s University,
Vigjoria lady, Miss Ay
daught®® of Mr. D.
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a high stand in il the
course, espec1aliy in ¢
languages and English 1
Fraser intends entering

fession in British Col*, )

Meiare 37formation|
ceived by Lis friends in
the deatn, at the hands
South Africa, of C. W,
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city. Failing health ing
son to leave Victoria
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position in the South Al
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to death' by a native.”’
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Supreme court judges
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trial of the case of Geo
convicted in the city|
hicensee of the Russ
liquor illegally on Eastg
this conviction Condogg
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A young man named
was drowned whil@ fis
yesterday.

The will of the late
leaves $100,000 to M
The estate is estimatg
$2,000,000, and the bull
the family.

A two days’ proving
tiguor license holders i
€d for June 17 and- 18 a
plans respeeting the pr

consideration is not to give hew rights | of commission, as distinguished from miles. An assay of the surf: A {
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tlement eould beeﬁfecped toa certainty, [ only to substitute more convenient par- | result of that act and not otherwise.|the ton. Already six claims have been debe’f,il,?e“;:{,?k“ bo,,s's ?,b?ir esii e:er;mt];,es’
and then probably a liberal contribution ties for those who would otherwise be | Here it was not even left to inference or | located on this ledge, viz. ; Pittston, Fire | securities df any company P Bugﬁc grgoc:xl‘
towards it might have been obtained liable, or might have sued either -at speculation, the jury refuse to find the Fly, Sunderland, Victoria, * Ju’buee authority:

from the Tramway Co. and the Govern-|common law or by statute. Thirdly, | corporation blameable in relation tothefand Pet. Just as soon as thel (16.) To borrow or raise money, with or
ment might have seen its way to put a| however desirable it might be to give | catme. — Such. s point must not,|trail s completed to allow  of | Without Security. and to securs the pay- | wr pay gAupLES AND PEIGES To
sum towards it, 8pon the estimates. |compensation to an injured party, there | however, be left,to inference or specula. | pack animals taking in tools and sup- | @0t of money borrowed or raised, by the i
The whole thing could most likely have | would be practical injustice in giving it | tion. (Metropolitan Ry. Oo. vs. Jack- | plies, active work will be commenced. | mety)! debentures or debenture stock (per-
been settled, and probably could still|in this way to persons in the situation of son, 3 App Oases,193; McKay vs. East- : : Eﬁtuathf," wrm}tn all, bonilsy {ln ortgages or
be, for less expense than the litigation is | the plaintiff ; for if the men of the coun- wood, 12 O.R. 402.) The city was not THE GOLDEN CACHE. pri)(;gty Jrsgics‘(x:gu%t%g%?h:g;isetggrggaﬁ \tfe’
going to cost. The law is so uncertain |ty might be sued here in thé name of | morally responsible. If it could be said

j A telegram received by Mr. J, M. Mac- | thou:ht fit, and to secure th if
that no-one can tell what the result will the surveyor they would be liable dur- | that the duty of the cMy -to inspect, to | kinnon, president of thye ‘Golden Cacahce thought fit anmOrtg ;;e ;;e b ;-gga?x)[?o;
be. The courts of. Ontario, haye been |ing the whole period which would elapse | reconstruct, and. repair the bridge-and | Company, states that four carloads of | the undertaking of the Company and all or

wrong in their law on the subject for the | until the statute of limitation barred the | put it in a fit condition for the traffic machinery have been delivered at the | 227, Of its real or personal Pm‘l"?"y i piesent
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