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THE COMMERCIAL.

do not harmonize. Aund il requires bLut little
study to find out what change has occurced in
society, what has happened whesehy a few,
cither legally or illegally, or in some some cuses
by accident, have Leen enormously rich. Iuthe
case of the gieat factories, products are often
20ld low, and we are asked. Is not thisa gain
to socicty ? Bat right here we nust interpose,
Supposing tho produces are sold low, theaggre-
gete sales enormous, and the owners Lecome
immensely rich out of the entevprise, then it is
certaia beyond all question that they have not
divided fairly with their employes.  Low as the
product may be to the consumer the division of
the profits has not been the best for society.
The receat great fortunes testify to the unequal
distiibution of the wcalth of the community.
This thiog, or that thing or the other may secem
to be low, but when its price is considered with
velation to that obtsined for other things jtis
not so low, it may be in fact very high. Oue
of the reasons why these hard times continne
is the unadjustment of prices. It is true, look-
ing at the subject in a geueral way, prices are
more uqual than they used to be. ‘This is due
to our postal facilities and telegraph. Some of
the exchanges are trying to prove that this
equality is due to their high-toued operations,
but we are very cettain that their posilion is
‘orroncous, In the olden time great fortunes
were made from uncertaintics that do not now
exist. All the Lusiness of the country is more
equally divided oo the same plane than formerly-
The ocean telegraph did much to equalize prices
and destroy the advantages which men formerly
possessed. When we firmly get hold of the
idea that we are both producers and consurers,
and that we should scek to get and maintain
fair prices instead of very low or very hizgh
ones, we shall be far on the way of preparing e
remcdy that will end the existing business de.
pression.— Banker’s Magazine.

The Prince of Wales and Canada.

The Royal Agrizuitural Show of Englaud,
held at Preston, in Lancashire, in the middie of
July, passed off with wore thau usual eclat this
year, owing to the visit on twa of the principal
days of the Prince of Wales and other noble
and distiuguished visitors. His Royai High-
ness, on eatering the grovuds, first visited the
handsome stand of the Canadiza Pacific Rail.
way, organized by Mr. Alexandes Begy, one of
the Company's chief tepresentatives ia Europe,
the exhibit being specially railed off on the ve.
casion for the couvenieuce of the Royal party.
First to attract the Priuce’s attention were the
grains from the C. P. R. Experimental Ferms
west of MooseJaw, which he examinedmivutely,
the exact locality of growth being judicatend on
the map. Thr mineral specimensand the varied
and numerous samples of praivic grasses from
the Nortuwest next claimed attention.  And
thesc led the Farl of Latham, who forined one
of the party, to attract His Roysl Higness
attention to the nutiicious quality of these
patural grasacs and their excellence fur stock
raisicg, 4 subject on which the Eurl apeal.s
with uuthority being associated with Mr. Stave.
ley Hill, Q.C., M..P., in some of the finest of
the Alberta ranches. Not lcast surprising to

the Royal paity were the series of views giv-
ing an evcellent idea of the wealth of scenery
along the line of the Canadien' Pacitic Railway
throughout the Northwest and Rocky Moun.
tains in the examivatien of which censideiable
time was spent. Expressing his gratification
at the comprebensiveness of the exhibit, the
Prince then proceeded to inspect the other
sights of the show, which has proved one of the
wost successful on recovd.— Montreal Gazelte,
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Recent Legal Decisions.
Insyraxck Poricy-—~StirvrarioN--Kekrive

Watenman.—Keeping a watch.dog in an in.
suved building is not a compliunce with a re-
quircment in an insw.ance policy to keep a
watchmaa on the premises, according to the
decision of the Supieme Couit of California, in
the case of the Trojan Mining Co. vs. Ficemsn
Iusurance Co.

Lrase of Brinvise—ImrLien WarRRANTY—
Oa a lease of a building for public exhibitions,
the galleries being designed only for a limired
nunber of spectators, there is no implied
warranty that they should be secure agaiust
falling with a turbulent crowd.  So held by the
New Yok Cowt of Appeals iu the case of
Edwards vs. New York, ete., R. Co., reported
in the Albany Law Journal.

ATTACHMENT ~—MORTGAGE — PREFERENCE.—
According to the decision of the Supreme Court
of Lou‘siana, in the case of Seeligson et al, vs.
Ringmaiden et al., decided July 16, *“ 4 creditor
who sues ont an attachment solely on the ground
that his debtor bas given a mortgage Lo anothes
aeditor, and wro is found to bave asked a
mortgage for himself before the mortgage com-
plaiued of was given, caunot complain of an
unfair preference and jastify an attachment on
that ground.”

ASSIGNMENT YOR BENEFIT o CrREDITORS—
Evibexce.—A debtor who makes a voluntary
assignment of all hie property for the benefit of
creditoss is a competent witness on the tiial of
an interpleadec inserposed by his assignes in an
attachment suit against him aud another, to
show that he alone owned tite prepeity attached,
and thevefore that it belonged to the assignee,
and was not sulject to attachment.  So held by
toe Supreme Court ot Ilinois in the cuse of
Zinumerman vs. Willard et al,

Ramiroav CoMpaNy LiaABILITY vorR NEGLI-
GENT F1kes.—In au action 10 1ecover for the fosy
of goods destroyed by fite while iv the custody
of a milread company as 8 wirchousanawu,
evidence that the fire was ses out by sparks
from an engire opecatad by the company on its
road will entitle the plaintiff to wccover auless
the company shows that the five was vot caused
by any ucgligence or of care on its part. So
Licld by the Supreme Conrt of Iowa, jn the case
of Lelund vs, Chicage, Milwaukee & St. Paul
Railwuy Company.

CERTIFICATE OF INCORVORATION—CREDITORS.
~—The osiginul incorpoiators of a bank who, by
u certificate made in pursuance of the statute,
anuounce the amount of its capiial stock, can
not, as against the cralditors of the corporation,
deny the truth of such catificate, zad any
sccret arrangement between a corporation and
its stockholders by which the reupousibility of

the latter is wmade lees than it sppeara to e
under tae acticles of incorporation is void as
against creditors, according to the decision of
the Supreme Cowmt of Nevada, in the case of
Thompson vs. Reno Savings Bank et al.

MEANING OF TFRM ¢* MANUFACTURER.”—Qne
whio sleughters hogs and converts them iuto
bacon, lard and curcd meats is a “manufacturer,”
according to the decision of the Olio Supreie
Court Connuisnion in the case of Lngle va, Sohn.
“One who produces such results,” szid the
Court, ““may as correctly be designated & manu.
facturer as he who buys lumber aud plaues,
tongues, grooves, or otherwise dresses the same,
or a8 he who by a simple process mmakes sheets
of batling from coitoun, oras he who buys freit
and preses ves the same by canning, all of whom
have beea held to be manufacturers and taxed
as such urder the internal revenue laws of the
United States.”

CoxpEMNATION PROCEEDINGS—LANDS MELD
FOR PusLic Prrroses.—Lands acquired aud
held for public purposcs us part of the properity
of 4 state university are not liable {o be taken
by proceedings for any public vse without the
uncquivocal consent of the legislawme of the
state, according to tha decision of the Minnesota
District Coart (Heunepin county), in the matier
of the application of the St. Paul & Northern
Pacific Railrond Company for the condemnation
of certain ln1ds helonging to the University of
Minncsota. The court held that the question
whetaer any particular tract of land acquired
by the request of the university for such use
was necessary Ot proper was not a ques:ion for
the courts, but was a matter which the law con.
fided to tic regents aline,

NEecL1GENCE — CATERER — DUTY TO Streny
Wionesong Foon.—According to the decizion
of the Supreme Court of Massachusetts, in the
case of Bishop vs. Weber, a public caterer owes
a daty to onc lawfully attending an entertain,
ment to supply him with whelesome food, and
is liable in negligeuce for an injwy resulting
from taking deletetious fook furnished by him,
The court said : If one hoids himeelf out to the
public as a caterer, skilled in providing aund
preparing foed for entertuinments, and is cm-
ployed as such by those who arrange for an
enter tainment, to furnish food znd deink for aly
who may attend it, and if he andertakes to
peeform the services accordingly, ne stands in
sucen a relution of duly toward a person who
lawfully attends the entertainment, snd par-
tukes of the food farnished by him, as to be
Hiable in an action of tort for negligence in
furnishivg vawholesome food wherehy such
person is injured.  The liabiiity does not rest
89 wuch upon an implied coutract as upon a
violation or neglect of a dety voluntary as
sumed,  Indeed, where the guests arc en‘er,
tained without pay, i. would be hard to
establish an implied contract with cach in.
dividual, The duty however arises from the
relation of the caterer to the guests. The
latter have the right to assuwne that he will
furnish ror cheir consnmption provisions which
arcnot unwholesonie and injurious throughany
neglect on his part. The furnishing of p:o-
visions which endanger huwan life or health
stands clearly upon the same ground as the



