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THE COMMERCIAL.

Galt, Ashdown, the chairinan erd the sceretary,
sud a deputation consisting of the following
gentlerven was appointed to wais upon Mr, Van
Horne and impress upon him the necessities for
lower rates on wheat, oats and barley to the
east dmiing the coming winler, Messrs, B, L.
Drewry, G, F Galt, J, H. Ashdown. L. M,
Joues, K. Powis, Jus. Redmond, A. Strang, D,
K Elliott, A. M¢Keand and H. S. Wesbrook.

The question of a daily board meeting for the
conduct of grain provision and other tronsactious
was discussed by Messis, J. H. Ashdown, the
sccretery and others, and Measrs, A, Strang, D.
K. Elliott and tho secretary were appointed a
committes to seo what arrangements of this
nature could be made,

The subject of Mr. Shorey, vice-president of
the board, leaviug the city permanently for
Montreal was discussed, and the secretary in-
structed to forward the following address from
this boavd to him ;: —

To 8. 0. Shorey, Esq. Vice-President Winnipeg

Board of Trade.

The members of the Winnipeg Board of I'rads
tako this oppoitunity of expressing to you the
deep regret that the business arrangements of
your firm necessitate your leaving the city for
Moatreal, there to make your permanen’ howe,

The members of this voaid feel that in los,
ing you from 7movg the number of its leading
business nen, the city of Winaipeg is losing oue
who bas taken a prominent and active part,
and vendered valuable services, in the building
up of its trade and the organizing of its com.
mercizl affairs, and who has labored willingly
and zealously in furtheriag its best iuterests in
every other respect. But they feel most keenly
that to this board the loss will be greatest, and
that oue will be taken from the number of its
members who has ever been among the most
active, persevering and self- sacrificing upon ijts
membership role. One who as a simple mem®
ber was ever ready to respoud when duty
to the boaad called upon you, and who, as its
vice-president, Fas built upa record which in
time to come will stand ont prowinent amoag
thosa who have done so much to further the
commercial intevests of Winnipeg.

Whilo we thus express our regret at parting
with you, we draw comfort from the fact, that
while you may not be with us, you will still be
one of us; that your name will still remain up-
on our roll of membeiship, avd that your busi.
ness interests and aims will atill link you with
us. Further that yoa may often in future visit
our city, «und take part in the proceedings ot
our Board.

Itis thus with feelings of regret mingled
with one tinge of comfort and satisfaction, that
we express to you our most Learty wishes for
your prosp+rity aud happiness in your eastern
home, and through all the remainder of your
useful life.

Si}ncd on behalf of the Winnipeg Board of
Trade.

The Sccretary gave aotice, that at the Janv-
ary meeting he would move an amendmnent to
the By-Laws, which would provide for a Treas-
urer a8 an officer of the Board distinct fromn the
Secretary.

After a few more matters of detail the Board
adjourned,

Recent Legal Decisions.

IMPROVEMENTS~REPAVENENT—CONSENT OF
PROPERTY-OWNERS.~-An additional width of
flagging ovdered by a city to be laid on a side-
walk alrcady paved is a vopavement within the
rule requiring a petition of a mujority of the
property-owners along the lines of improve-
ments cven though the existing width is left
undistui bed, according to the decision of the
New Yoik Court of Appeals in the matter of
the petition of Smith.

PARTNhRSIIP-~NOTICK OF DISSOLUTION—AS
to persone who have never had any business
transactions with a fiem, notico by publication
iu a newspaper, published at the place of busi-
ness of the firm of its dissolution ov the with-
drawal of a member, is sufficient ; but as to
those who have had ‘previous dealings with it,
actual notice or its equivelent must be [shown
to protect the rething member from lability for
debts subsequently incurved in the firm name,
Moyer et al va Keobn et al,, decided by the
Sugpreme Court of Illinois.

AssieNMENT rorR Crepirors—Moxey Tam
BY Mistakr—When an assignee for the benefiv
of creditors has by mistake paid over to a cre-
ditor a portion of the proceeds of the property
assigned to which a preferred creditor was in
fact catitled a county court has power under
tho General Assignment Act (New York), upon
petivion of the creditor entitled to the fund and
upon unotice to the one receiving it, to order the
latter to return the amount received to the as.
eignee, to be by him paid out as dirccted by the
assignment. So held by the New York Court
of Appeals in the matter of Morgon.

IssonaNce—PROrERTY 1N TRANSIT—SUBKRO-
catiox.—Where oue, without fraudulent intent
insures property iv transit, the carrier's receipt
for which coutains a clause subrogating the car-
rier to the righta of the shipper as to insurance
in case of loss, such clause does not of itself des-
troy the liability of the insurer where the ship-
per at the time of taking the 1cceipt was ignor-
ant of its coatuining such a clause, and where
taciasurer did not seck to read such receipt
before insuring. So held by the Supreme Court
of Massachusctts in the case of The Jackson
Company vs The Boylston Mutuel Insurance
Company.

SaLE oF REAL PROPERTY—MISREPRESENTA-
T108.—The ownersof a distillery desiring to sell
wrole, in answer to a letter of inquiry, a letter
describing the property, and added : ““ If you
will 1un out aud see property and it suits we
can probably come to satisfactory terms.” The
persen to whom ¢his letter was written examin-
ed the property several tines, taking with him
an experienced distiller, and then puichased it.
Tle Superior Court of Kentucky held (Smith vs

Fowler) that the purchaser wasnot in a positior |

to claim speculative damages becanse the water
supply was not as great as represeuted in the
letter written to him, but that that letter was
manifestly intended to induce the purchaser to
come and sce and act on his own investigation a®
he did.

Terecravi CoMpaxy—PexarTY vor Rerus.
1x¢ 70 TraNsuiT Messace,~The case of The
Western Uuion. Telegraph Co. vs. McGuire,

decided by the Supreme Court of Indiana, avoso
out of an action to recover a atatutory poraity

for vefuring to transmit n message. The defen-
dant company set up that the plaistif was o
transient peison ov stranger, that his messago
required an answer, ani that a by-law of the
compary, which plaiatiff cefused to comply
with, required pro.payment or deposit in such a
case. The court held that it was fairly infer-
able that the sender of a ntessags was to pay
for the answer, that the telegraph company had
a cight to hroceed gn this natural inference and
tate reasonable measnres to obtain compensa.
wion for its services, and that a rule requiring
a transient person to deposit tho amount
legally chargeab'e for an ordinary message was
reasonable.

ForoerRY~Cuaxce or Date oN Check—
Baxk's LianLity—The question, what is such
a waterial alteraiion in a check as to constitute
forgery and tender a bank liable for payments
made on thoaltered instrument, was involved
in the case of Crawford vs. The West Sido
Bend, decided by the Now York Cowrt of
Appeals, It appeaved that oo April 20, 1§82,
the plaintiff, intending to be abseut for some
time on April 22, doew a check for $700 pay-
able on the West Side Bank, payable to the
order of his book-keeper, put it in his safe and
told the book-keeper that it was there, and that
if he, plaintiff, was not back by noon of tho
22n0d to wake it, indorse it and procure the
money on it from the bank and use it in plain
tif's business, ‘The next day the book-keeper
chauged the date of the check from the “224”
to the ‘21st,” procured the money on it from
the bank and absconded. The plaintiff brought
suit against the bank to recover his balance on
deposit. ‘The bank defended, arguing that the
loss for the payment of the check must fall on
the pla‘ntiff, that the bank was only bouand to
koow the signature of its customer, that it was
proper for it to pay the amount for which the
check was originally drawn ; that the altera-
tion was not o matevial alteration, and conse-
quently did not affect the validity of the check;
that as the book-keeper was Crawford’s clerk
the receipt of the money by him bovod Craw-
ford the same as if it had been paid to him
personally, the book-kecper being hisauthorized
agent, and thar tho plaintif was negligeat.
The plaintiff contended that as tho change of
date made the check payable a duy carlier it
was o mateddal alteration which conslituted
& forgery and made the check void, and that

cing void, it was no authority to the bank to
pay the money, and thal on the question of
uegligence the plaintiff could no more have
prevented the alteration than he could have
prevented « complete fabrication of the check,
the parties having had a right to cely upon the
crimival laws of the land to prevent the com-
mission of such crime, The Court of Appeals
decided that the alteration was a forgery, and
that the allered check was no authority to the
bank to pay the money, and therefore gave
judgment absolvto to Crawford ageinst the
bank.—Bradstreel’s.

EvineNCE—~BASKING—AUTHORITY OF CAsi-
1ER.~In a suit againat private bankers of & ¢ity
or town upon & note given by their clerk and
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