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CAIENDA BS
There is nothing more isefal of

nicer for a merchant t1 giVe to
hie 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 huaeis con-
stantly before the reMpieht. Thé

designs we submitted to our sub-
"*lb8l* MeUty have met with

.MMfavor t±th:are new,

Wll print them in any oolw
at these prieesé
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Each additional too over 50o, 82.5o.
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DECISIONS IN COMMERCIAL LAW.

it ON-tABiO Eirauss AND TaXOePoBTATIoIÇ

Co.-ty statete giling charter t this com-
bany, it was provided that any person then
holding sharea tiight sursitleàer within a
tuture pMrled il disposed te W*ihdraw from
the new betapang. Sofhe et the appellants,
being substIbers t éthé 10W stoôks tbok ad-
'vantage f tibis 5d euttedeNd their shares.
It appeétld that they had ne*er pald the ton
per oent. %h their àhIét due by the termis of
their sdbWtoiOh at the time of .éboeribing.
Io this ettoet they had bèen thâged as con-
tributorie.. th" last menti6tiM itatute, how-
ever, provided lbt h 1h.ect et mhesurrender
las to forfeit the shares so that liability
thereon should oease. lbid by the Court of
Uhancery, that these appellants were not
boand to mke Bgo defult. atitesedently lo
the surrender and forfeiture of their shares.

KERFOoT V. VLLAGE oF WATrORD.-Aation
for injunction to restrain the defendants from
bonstructing a drain pursuant to a certain by-
law. The construetion 6ft he new drain was
hecessary from a sanitary point of view, as
well as for the purpose of keeping in repair
the highway under which a portion of it
passed : the 1606l health a.uthorities urged its
tonstruôtLit OM thé deféeaints, whè tbêolved
%e oeenstreeit aed harge it, if neeessary, se
part of the ordinary expenditure< for the our-
tent year. In Jane, 1893, however, they sub.
initted a by-law for its construction to the
electors, b st the by-law was défeated. ho
defendan, howevet, nteertheleus þrocoeded
with Its 6hb1attibn ; but in August, 1893,
they agatn búbmtttod the by-law to the vote,
Whsn i Wa balisd ah atter*ards Anally
pased. l wa éléét that the defendénts
éôéla hte e h*truéé the drain and ohatged
It éî p&rt théeordinary elpenditnre of the
yeht w!thet elttedig the tétutable limit of
tatålion. elfd, by Meredith, J., that the
tirst by-laW h6ng henti defteated did not pré-
vent the submimsion of the seeend in the same
year, ner did the eat of the work having been
eommenced as an item of ordinary expendi.
ture for the year inoapaeitate the defendants
from again submitting a by4aw for its eou-
truction.

ÉELL v. WINDso AND ANNAPoI.Is RAILWAY CO.
-A package of goodu marked "A.R.B." and
addressed t thé bare of K., the plaintiff's
agent at Berwick, was forwarded by the de-
fendants' line of railw&y. The way bill sent
to the statioü luastet showed ônly the ship-
ment of a package marked IlA.R.B.," without
indicating thé hafie of the persaon who was to
recive delivery. Thé goods arrived at Ber-
*ick station in regulàr ootée, and within twÔ
or three day eant théit atrival K. asked for
a packet addressed "A.R.B." to his oare, but
was told by thé tibton ametet hat.no such
package had corne. He made enquiry on three
days of the %lieving w'eek bMd receiled the
same answer. The station master, an reply-
ing to the enquiries made, looked at the way
bill, but omitted to look at the package. Sub-
sequently the goods were stolen, frim the sta-
tion building, and the ôbtàpany were seud for
the alte of the géédé. Held by the Supreme
Court of Nova Sootia,hat the refusal of the
defendants' servant to deliver the goods to the
person authorized to receive thein, as well as
their detention contrary to hi. wishes, consti-
tuted negligenee fér which thedeféndants were
repouMibleb

McKsv v. HuGGA.-The plaintiff and de-
fotndanit weve owners of lands in Ihe Counly af

Pictou, divided by the *aters of a stream
known as "Barney's River." The plaintiff
broiiht reipams against the defendants,
claiming thal during a freshet the waters of
the tif ttbroke in tipon the plaintiff'sland and
but off a portion of it, and that the defendants
theteuph closed up the original channel and
prevented the water from flowing therein,'and
ftrced the whole àtream upon the plaintif'.
lande. He als eomplained of other acte of
trespase in connection with the land so out off.
The defendants denied that any freshet had
occurréd to change the course of the river be-
tween the lande, and in the alternative,
clairféd thit il any change had occurred it
hed bêèh MO* and imperceptible. The jury
tound, in answer to questions submitted to
thern, among other thinge; (1) that the river
ilowed originally in the channel, as claimed
by the plaintif; (2) the change in the course
was brought about by "freshets and jais of
iceé; and (3) ihat the land between the old
ohannel and the new course of the river was
formed by the material composing it "gradu.
ally." Hekt by the Supreme Court of Nova
Bootia that the change in the bed or course of
the river from the defendants' side to the
plaihtif's belng due tol "freshets or jams o
ice," the bééòh or strip of Ilàd betweeh the
old channel and the new belonged to the plain-
tif, Who Was therefore entitled to reOover.

CoNNoi v. BBEuNE.-Where a wholesale
liquor business was carried on by a husband
and Wife together, the license being in the hus-
band's name, the stocl purchased from a gene-
ral fund, and the husband and wife practically
in partnership ;-Held by the Supreme Court
of Alberta judicial district, that upon an inter-
pleader issue, that the wife oould not be heard
to claim any of the stock as her separate
estate.

fIINTEI V. oWLING.-Partnership articles
provided for annual accounts and balance
sheets to be taken or the 31st of March in each
year, or as near thereto as conveniently might.
be, and to be signed by the partners; and also
provided that the share of a partner dying
should be taken by the surviving partners at
the amount appearing to his credit in "lthe
last annual balance sheet which should have
been signed previous to hie death." A partner
died on the 10th of April, 1891, at which time
no account had been taken for the year ending
on the 31st of March, 1891. The 'English
Court of Chancery held that the amount of the
deceased partner's share must be determined
aoording to an account to be taken in the
year ending on the 31st of March, 1891, and
not according to the balance sheet for the year
before, which was the last annual balance
sheet actually signed by the partners.

REGINA v. CoULsoN,-A conviction under the
Ontario Médical Act, for practising medicine
for hire, was held bad by the Gourt of Queen's
Êenoh for thoettinty in not pecifying the
particular het or acts which constituted the
practising. And the court refused la airend,
and quashed the conviction, where the practis-
ing consisted in telling a man which of several
patent medicines sold by the defendant was
suitable to the complaint which the man indi-
eated, and selliàg him somea of it. This case
cove e*do tof atent medioiees by druggiit
fot qeolê parpoes..

McLEAN v. CLARK.-A partnership by estop.
pel or by "holding outI" will not hold good,
according to the Ontario Court of Appeal, to
create the légal liability of partner, if the real

o sition ai affaire is known ta lhe creditor.
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