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M.W PAPER DI GISIONS

1st. Any person who takes a naper regul
arly from the Post Office, whether directed 
i.j his name or anothei’s. or wli ther he has 
tnbs< ribed or not, is r sponsiblv for pay
ment. e

2nd. If a person orders his paper discon 
tiuuvd he mu^t pap up all arrears, or the 
publisher may continue to send it until pay
ment is made and then collect the whole 
amount wh»-t =er the paper is taken from 
the office or not

3rd The courts have decided that re
fusing t take nepspapers or periodicals 
from the Post Office or removing and leav
ing them urica ed for, is prima facie evi
dence of intentional fraud

DUTTON, DEC. 25th, 1884

MENNIE VS. LEITCH.

Owing to the many misrepresenta
tions made, and for fear that incorrect 
Opinions might be formed in regard to 
the above case, which would do me an 
injury publicly and otherwise, I have 
considered it advisable to pnblish Chief 
Jastii e Wilson’s Charge to the Jury, as 
taken by the shorthand repopter at the 
trial, in order that the public would 
have an opportunity of seeing matters in 
their true light and judge for themselves.

1 have the honor to be your obedient 
servant, A. (. I.EICH.

AGREEMENT.

“ Agreement made and entered into 
the eighteenth day of September, 1882, 
between A. J. l.eitch, of the village of 
Dutton, postmaster, of the one part, 
and John Mennie, of the township 01 
Dunwich, contractor, of the other part, 
witnesseth that the said A. J. Leitch 
hath agreed to furnish money to the 
said John Mennie, for the construction 
of the Mennie Drain, not to exceed the 
sum of $1,500 at any time, and to pay 
the same to the said Mennie as often, 
and in such sums as he may require, 
and the said John Mennie hath agreed 
to give the said I «itch his note of 
hand for each and every sum of money 
requisite to make up the amount above 
mentioned, and to pay the said Leitch 
interest at the rate of 12 per cent, per 
annum for the use of said moneys, said 
notes to he used by the said Leitch 
only as collateral security, and not for 
any other purpose, and the said John 
Mennie hath agreed to produce an es
timate of work done on each section of 
said drain as soon as such section is 
completed and assign such estimate to 
the said Leitch, the proceeds of which 
are to be applied to the payment of 
notes given to said Leitch and interest 
on same.”

j A. J. LEITCH. 
j JOHN MENNIE.

20 per cent, would not amount to a 
great deal, but as the work went on 20 
per cent, retained from large estimates 
would be a considerable sum, and I 
tffink that, although Mennie was not 
entitled to get the 20 per cent, from 
the township of Dunwich, he would, 
nevertheless, be entitled to ask Leitch 
to make the necessary advance m order 
to cover that for the payment of his 
m. h. s., 1 list I don't think that Mennie 
w..s res.ra ied 11 his demands upon 

• to just the exact >i:.u of money 
iie was entitled to receive under the 
different estimates and certificates of 
the Engineer in charge ; he would be 
entitled to receive more if it were 
really and truly and fairly required tor 
the purposes of the work. Well. I 
don’t know that anything particular 
turns upon that, but that would be my 
construction of the contract. Now, as 
to what took place before the making 
of the contract, we had better leave 
that out of consideration, that small 
piece of paper spoken of ; it was some
thing before the contract was made, 
when the parties were trying to come 
to some terms, and whether Mr. 
Leitch gave a satisfactory account of it 
or not, I don’t know If he took it 
down by dictation, then the word used 
would be the exact w >rd he would pin 
in, because if Mennie were dictating it, 
it would be so and so is to be down, 
and you—that is, if Mennie was sneak 
ing- and you—that would be eitch 
—to do so and so. If it was taken 
down by dictation, you see the expres
sion Mennie would use.

Meredith, Q.C.—It is the opposite 
way—it is “ You to assign the cer
tificates.’’ It would refer to Mennie.

CHARGE—WILSON, C. J.—The 
contract, gentlemen, is worded in a 
way which is perhaps not perfectly 
clear, but I think it can be interpreted. 
It states very shortly that Leitch has 
agreed to furnish money to Mennie for 
the construction of this drain, not to 
exceed the sum of $1,500 at any one 
time, and to pay the same to the said 
Mennie as often and in such sums as 
he may require. I think that the fair 
interpretation of that agreement is that 
Mennie would be entitled to claim 
from Leitch more money than his 
work came to if it were really neces
sary. For instance, if he required to 
procure tools or machinery of any 
kind, 1 think he would be entitled to 
make a demand upon Leitch to furn
ish him money for that purpose, it 
being required for the purposes of the 
drain ; so if there happened to be a 
particularly expensive portion of the 
work, say there happened to be about 
a thousand yards of rock excavation, 
which is particularly expensive, and 
instead of costing 13^ cents a yard, 
suppose it had cost a dollar a yard, I 
think so long as it was required for the 
purposes of the drain, that Mennie 
would have had a claim upon Leitch 
to advance him money, to enable him 
to carry on that expensive part 
of the work, because these tenders of 
Mennie, and all these tenders, are 
fou nded upon a general average of the 
who le work. Some portion of the 
work is very light, easy, and profitable, 
and s ome portion hard and very ex
pensive ", and I think it the party came 
to an ex ’.pensive piece of work and had 
to lay 01 it a good deal of money, it 
would be necessary for him that his 
men shoul d be paid, and I think that 
the plainti ff, under the contract, it 
being requii *ed for the purposes ol the 
drain, could . have made a demand upon 
Leitch. and .Leitch 1 ould have been 
required to furnish money for that 
piece of work, 1 xlthough it was a losing 
concern to Mem lie so far, because the 
contract could tie based upon the 
assumption that th.e whole work would 
nevertheless be a paying job. And so 
al?o Mennie was mit to be paid the

Wilson, C. J.—That would alter it. 
If it were taken down by dictation, 

You ” would be the proper expres
sion, but the word “You” expressed 
in some other language there would 
show it might not have been taken 
down by dictation. I here are really 
many things brought into a case which 
have nothing to do with it. We have 
to sift the case, and apply ourselves 
tairly to that evidence which has been 
given. That is often the greatest part 
of the trouble. Now, let us begin with 
the contract ; the contract is plain 
enough. The substance of it is that 
Leitch was to find money for Mennie 
to enable him to perform this contract. 
There does not seem to be any ques 
tion between the parties about the ad
vancing or not advancing till some 
time in June I think it is; and then 
the plaintiff says that Leitch told him 
he would not make any’ more advances, 
but it so happened unon that very day 
Leitch did endorse a note for Mennie 
tor $200 payable at one month. It 
appears very hard to understand how 
I -eitch could have said tha., and yet 
endorsed the note for him That was 
done. I think there must have been 
some expression, perhaps not quite as 
much said, not anything like a posi
tive refusal to go on, otherwise he 
would not have done that. Ten days 
afterwards he endorsed a second note 
for 300. That does not show there 
was anything like a positive refusal to 
go on with the work. Whatever lan
guage was used then would seem to 
be utterly in onsistent with the con
duct of the parties after that. Noth
ing seems to have taken place between 
the parties until about the 19th of 
July, and the plaintiff says that as 
Lei ch had refused to make advances 
that he was entitled to use these 
sums ; that he had to use it, as the 
other said he would not go on with 
the contract ; that he would not make 
the advances ; and so he went and 
drew the money on the certificate of 
the Engineer of the 13th July. Well, 
Leitch says there was nothing of that 
k’.nd took place at ail ; that he signed 
the certificate, the Estimate of the En
gineer. as he was required to do, as the 
Reeve of the Township, along with 
the Township Clerk, before the money 
could be drawn from the Township 
Treasurer, and Mennie was walking 
out of the room, and he said “ Stop ; 
are not you going to assign this over 
to me ?” And he says he hesitated 
a little while ; he said, “ I will go 
down and draw the money anyway, 
and bring it to you.” That is Leitch’s 
account, and Mennie did not come 
back, but went off. That is his ac
count of the difficulty, and looking 
at the evidence fairly, that would 
seem almost to have been the first 
of the difficulty, because what was said 
about the K.th June, trom what I 
have said, could hardly have been 
said either in the sense in which 
Mennie puts it, or to the extent to 
which he repeats it ; because, as I have 
said, on that very day Leitch did ad
vance him $200, and in ten days 
afterwards advanced $300 more, or it 
was done by way of advance under 
that agreement. He endorsed a note 
for him, and by reason of that en- 
dorsation he got the money. Now, 
the way the accounts would stand 
up to the 13th June would be in 
this way. It is admitted by both 
parties that Mennie had received up 
to the 14th July $2,040, and then, if 
the proceeds of these notes are added 
in, they come to $479.50, $500 less 
discount and that would make$2519.50, 
and he had paid for wages to the 14th 
July $2415.70, and he paid for tools 
$150, $2665 70 altogether. He had 
received to within about $46 of all the 
money he had paid out. Well, I do 
not think the parties would have quar
relled upon that state of things. I do 
not think they should. One had paid 
out so much money, and the other had 
got within $46 of that very amount. 
Down to the 14th July it does not

by himself that out of the moneys he 
was getting from Black at a lower rate 
of interest (he was paying ten per cent, 
to Black and twelve to Leitch), the ten 
per cent, he appropriated $300 to this 
drain. Well, that showed that he had 
money to the amount of $1400 to 
apply upon the drain, and the amount 
of wages he paid out was $1555.69. 
That would leave him about $155 un
covered by any advances defendant 
had made to him ; but in his examin
ation before the Master, instead of say
ing he paid $100 and $200, he said he 
took $500 or $600 from #ie money he 
got from Black and put into the drain. 
Suppose that is called $500, then he 
had $1100 estimates, and $500 of that 
money, $1600 altogether and he had 
paid for wages $1555 69, so that he 
had got $100 more than his outlay. 
What great harm was done during 
that time? The plaintiff is claiming 
damages, and substantial damages too. 
Look at the circumstances ; what great 
harm was done ? Then, in addition to 
that, it is very important. In October 
1883, while that was the state of 
things plaintiff and defendant came to 
a settlement of their accounts, and the 
plaintiff admits that in • ember, 1883, 
he owed to the defendant $651 ; and 
he hel l a mortgage for $300 against 
some one, and he handed that over, 
and he gave a note with an 
upon it for $300 mure. These two I 
sums made $600, and deducting that 
from the $651 admitted to be owing 
by him to defendant, he owed de 
fendant $51. Defendant says that 
was a settlement in full ol all ac
counts between them, and I must con 
fess it looks very muc 1 like it. Then 
on February 12th, after that, what is it 
the parties do? Remember, in October 
no claim is made for damages. In 
February, 1884, the parties met, and a 
very special agreement is entered into 
by which plaintiff agrees to give over 
all his goods and lands to Leitch, 
against whom he is making this large 
claim, for the purpose of Leitch turn 
ing them into account and pa> ing off 
all Mennie’s liabilities, of which there 
is a list attached to this agreement 
Well, it is for you to say whether, that 
being done in February last, whether 
you think stu h a transaction would 
have taken place at all if there had 
been any idea upon Mennie’s part of 
having a claim for damages against 
him, or for preferring a claim after the 
balance of account was struck in 
October ; that is, in four months after 
he not only strikes this balance and 
admits he owes it, but in February- 
after wards he hands over all his pro 
perty to the other, and says, “ I en
trust you with my property ; you pay- 
all my debts, and you will get a cer 
tain remuneration.” You must look 
at that to see how you think the 
parties were dealing, whether you think 
there was any real claim for damages 
or injury. If the party had sustained 
this large amount of damages, do you 
think all that would have taken place ? 
Plaintiff then says “ I never thought of 
damages at all until July, 1884, and 
what made me think of damages then 
was this : he wanted to get a certificate 
from the Engineer for $300, and he 
says that the defendant i eitch, who is 
Reeve, would not allow the Engineer 
to certify for $300, and the Engineer in

endorser | if you think thin

culty and paying off all liability. I stick
ing at these facts, do you think that 
the agreement was really put an end to 
between the parties ? because after 
July Leitch, although he signed every
one of the estimates before Mennie 
could get his money upon them, he 
never kept one He never asked after 
that July to assign any certificates over 
to him, and yet he, Leitch, had an op
portunity whenever a certificate was 
given, to say to Mennie “ 1 want you to 
endorse that to me, else 1 won’t sign 
it.’' Well, he signed every one of these 
certificates, and never made any 
trouble about Mennie taking them 
away with him. Now, that was from 
July to the end of the year. In October 
this settlement took place. Now, do 
you think the parties had really put an 
end to their dealings in the month of | 
October ? The settlement, it seems to 
me, goes a very long way to establish 
it, and that is what Leitch says u s 
done, and, looking at the degree of 
confidence which Mennie afterwards 
placed in Leitch by giving him over ali 
ins property- to pay off all his liabilities.
I think it adds confirmation to it a 
good deal. But, if you think that 
Leitch really has broken his contract 
and brought about any serious damage 
to the plaintiff at all—-1 have made a 
note of my own view on the subject— 

the rase, then give 
to Mennie such damages as you think 

looking at all the 
parties

fairly. They could put an end to the 
contract whenever they liked ; 1 .eitch 
says they did ; it is for you to say.

Meredith, Q.C.-—1 ask your lord 
ship to say to the jury that the mere 
failure to make an assignment is not 
sufficient to justify defendant in re
fusing to advance, and one other point, 
if Leitch had rescinded the contract ht 
was not entitled to certificates after the 
13th of Ju.y.

Wilson, C. J. I can only say with 
regard to the revision, there is no very 
great evidence about it one way or tbr
other. The parties did come to a set
tlement after that, and it does stem to 
me that if the parties come to a settle 
ment in that way about their a counts, 
it is a set lement. It is very true that 
Mennie was not obliged to say to 
Leitch, *• 1 am going to claim damages 
from you,” but he says, “ 1 never 
thought of it ; never thought of them 
at all until last June,” and then he 
gives a particular reason for it which 
does not apparently exist, because at 
that time the other gentleman said 
nothing to the Engineer about not 
giving that certificate for $300. The 
only thing is that usually a person who 
has a claim speaks of it. We had a 
case here the other day in which the 
|iarty said. “ Well, I will settle, but I 
will not give up the damages.” There 
is no such thing as that between the 
parties here, 

jury retire.

are HushingSlid Alive ami 
Business.

OUR STOCK OF XMAS CAROS IS UNEXCELLED.
Any

Look at the following:
person buying at least 50 cents worth of

Vf

Fancy
OCEBIES, HATS,

Goods, Xmas Cards,

! he ought fairly to get 
facts of the case between the

Toys, Bazar Patterns, Etc., or an Organ
or Sewing Machine at

'i xt â k nri
Will be allowed a guess at a problem. I lie nearest correct 

guess entitling the one guessii g to a

BEAUTIFUL STEEL ENGRAVING WORTH S10.00.
The Guessing remains open for 30 days.

EARLY A.3NTID SECURE THE PRIZE.

SHINGLES! SHINGLES

hundred per cent, of his work ; he was 
to be paid 80 per cent, of the work, 
and in that way zc per cent would be 
at ali times kept bac.k from him. Well, 
for the first estimate or two, perhaps

seem to me there is anything for them 
to quarrel about. Look at the conduct 
of the parties. The effect of these ad
vances was that it paid the plaintiff for 
all the work he did up to the 13th or 
14th July to within about $46. If that 
is the state of things, it is for you to 
say whether you think there is any

j harm done to anybody. Whatever 
took place is rather after the 14th of 
July than before it. After the 14th of 
July to z.Sth of December he says he 
[iaid for wages $1555.69. and he got 
on the va i mat es $1100, and it is said

consequence certified only for $100. 
and be got that. He represents that 
that was the reason he thought of dam
ages, and why he is now claiming them. 
Well, now, Bell, when he is called 
upon to give an explanation of that, 
he says defendant never told him to 
certify- for Mennie at all at any time, 
but he told Mennie he could not 
certify without the approval of Leitch, 
the Reeve, and neither he could ; but 
he says Leitch never told him not to 
certify.

Meredith, Q.C.—He says it must 
have been as early as December, he 
thought ; he does not deny it.

Wilson, C. J.—Apply Bell’s evi
dence to Mennie’s account. He never 
thought of damages till June last, and 
the reason was that Leitch told Bell 
not to certify, and he did not certify, 
and he only got $100. Bell says it 
could not have taken place at that 
time. That could not have been the 
reason then. It is not explained how 
or why he thought of damages. Now, 
the money he got altogether is as fol
lows : $2640 which he got up to July 
13th ; then if he got $500 from Black 
—in the other he says $300—that would 
make S3140, and then from the 1st of 
October till the 28th of December he 
got $1100 upon the estimates ; that 
would be $4250 he had got altogether 
upon this work ; that is by the 28th of 
December ; but at that time there was 
work still to be done to the amount of 
$6^7.50, and if that sum be deducted 
from the contract price it would leave 
about $3000 work done on the con
tract, and he had got $4250. That is 
very nearly the state of things, and it is 
a matter of difficulty- with me altogeth
er to see where the great loss is, but I 
will try and put questions to you about 
it. In my opinion the case stands in 
this way very much : that the defend
ant may have been tn default to some 
extent in not advancing in one case 
that I have mentioned between July 
ind December. The plaintiff had got 

about $50 more than the work he had 
earned, and up to the 14th of July, or 
thereabouts, he had not got to within 
$45 of that which he ought to have goL 
Well, now, under these circumstances, 
is it astonishing that the plaintiff should 
not have thought of damages ? it is 
not surprising at all. 1 think it would 
have been a little surnrising if he had 
thought of damages under these cir 
cumstances. Then the other import 
ant point is this “ whatever may have 
happened, we both agreed that this 
contract should be put an end to,” and 
the defendant realized u|-on the settle
ment come to in October last, or in 
which plaintiff acknowledged he owed 
$65 1 to Leitch, and he paid that off all 
but $51. Then in February afterwards 
he made an assignment of his goods 
and lands to Leitch. and he gave him 
authority to deal with his property for 
the purpose of getting him out of diffi-

CATARRH—A NEW TREATMENT.
Perhaps thd most extraordinary success 

that has been achi ved in modern medicine 
has hwn attained by the Dixon treatment 
for Catarrh. Out of 2.000 patients treated 
during the past six months, fully ninety per 
cent have been cured of this stubbovh 
malady "I his is none the less start jng 
when it is remembered that not ffve per : 
cent, of patients presenting themselves to 1 

the regu ar practitioner are bvnrfittcd while 
the patent medicines and other advertised 
cures never record a cure at all Starting 
with the claim now generally believed by 
the most scientific men that the diseare is | 
ducto the presence of living parasites in 
the tissue. Mr Dixon at once adapted his 
cure to their extermination this accom 
pit shed, he claims the Catarrh is practically 
cared, and the pi rmanc-y is unquestioned, 
a sc lires effected by him four years ago are 
cures still No one else has ever attempted 
to enro i atarrh in this manner,and no other 
treatment has ever cured atari h The ap 
plication of the remedy is simple, and can 
ba done at home and the present season of 
the year is the most favoiable tor a speedy 
and permanedt cur-, the majority of cases 
being cured at oue treatment Sufierers 
should correspond with Messrs A. H. 
DIXON à SON, 3u5 King street west, To 
ronto, Canada, and enclose stamp ftr their 
treatise on Catarrh. - Montreal Star, Nov. 
17, lsfi’2.

The undersigned have a large quantity of
PINE SHINGLES,

of all grades, on hand for sale at
BIS M AA ZR, O TC ,

at bottom prices.

LINuENMAN BROS & GO.,
WEST LORlfE. Everything in

JUBILEE SINGERS-
The most interesting feature of the recent 

exhibition at Montreal, was a company of 
Jubilee Singers engaged in manufacturing 
the celebrated Gold Coin Chewing Tobacco, 
and at the same time delighting the crowds 
of spectators with exquisite southern melo- 

! dies. A gold medal and a special diploma 
I were awarded to this popular brand of chew 
1 ing tobacco and the thanks of the com mit - 
j tee tendered to The Adams Tobacco Co. for 

jheir attractive exhibit.

CITY GROCERY !
H. LANE, HI ETON.

t,t>f i swnrs HALL
ST, THOMAS

B-
Staple and Fancy Groceries, 

Fruits, Confectionery, 
Oysters. Etc., Etc.

the above 
in stock.

lines kept

Price# Lon 1 e mi Ca#b.

Patronage Respectfully Solicited j

at HighestProduce Taken 
Prices-

Loan

NOTICE.

As I have sold my Carriage business 
in Dutton I hereby notify all parties 
indebted to me to call and settle at 
once. A H. SNIVi-.LY.

Thanking my customers for their 
patronage in the past, I also ask from 
them as liberal support to Messrs. 
Glance & Campbell, my successors.

A. H. SNIVELY.
Dutton, Dec. 3, 1884.

Look Well to

YOUR UNDERSTANDING
AND STAND FROM UNDER.

A friend I am to one and all.
Good Roots and Shoes I make,

The workmanship will always bear 
A test you cannot shake.

The faculty do all admit,
That warm feet needful are.

For cold your feet are sure to be 
In boots that from the factory arc.

Sad colds your health will interupt.
To this you can’t be blind.

Then save your doctor bills
And leave factory boots behind.

Some wander far and wide, sirs.
That better they may do.

But when they try my handmade work.
Their orders they renew.

Be cautious then what boots you buy.
And bear it well in mind 

That home made boots better are 
And cheai>cr you will find.

GET A NEW SUIT ?

SEWEI) WORK A
SPECIALTY.

Particular attention will be paid to 
fitting the feet likewise the head.

First-clasa Cord Wood taken in exchange 
for First-class Boots and Shoes.

M. R. CHAPMAN,
DITTOS.

SHOP NEXT DOOR to BRICK STORE.

Money t
6 AT SIX PER CENT. 6!

Repayable by Installments if desired.
Ermatinger 4 Robinson

BARRISTERS ETC,
Office in the “The Ermatinger Block’

COR. TALBOT AND FLGIM-ST8. I 
ST. THOMAS.

Wm. Drinkwater,
Veterinary Surgeon.

Graduate of

Ontario Vatermary College.
OFFICE.— U hi« Residency Carrie Street.

iDUTTON.

All arc invited to call and examine my im 
mense stock of

WATCHES, CLOCKS,
JEWELRY.

Stoiarejaicy pois, etc
Sole Af/ent for the 'Hock' Crystal 

Spectacles.

311 (B-oobs iVarmnttb.
W, B, JACKSON,

292 Talbot street.

ZEeozcnsTE-sr i
The undersigned informs the public 

that he has on hand, for sale, the

HICHGATE FLOUP,
alio Freeh Bread, Fruit# Con

fectionery. Grocerle#, Flour.
Feed. Etc., Etc.

GRIP’S

CANADIAN GALLERY.
Full figure Portraits, ir Colors, of 

Prominen* Canadans.

Having a wagon made for the purpose 
he is prepared to do

DBAYING
•t reasonable rates and at all hours

A. H. BARBOUR,
ROONEY.

GIVEN AWAY TO AU, THF.

SUBSCRIBERS g “GRIP*

Wm. Monson, 
WALL ACE TOWN.

Begs to inform the people of Dun
wich that he has just put in a

LARGE AND WELL ASSORTED
stock of

Worsteds,
Scotch Sl Canadian 

TWEEDS, ETC.,
and can get you up a suit of clothes 

that will give satisfaction both in

QUALITY AND PRICE.

Nothing
There is

Like
----ANI) —

Leather

A Trial Order Respectfully 
Solir ted

K PERFECT PIT
Q-TT^ZR AZKTTEJCH)-

Wm. Monson.

NOTHING bat I KATHKIt
----AT----

R. A, GALBRAITH’S,
XOIbT^,

Where you can buy

m u §
for your horses,

BOOTS AND SHOES
for yourselves

A Full Assortment in both 
lines always on hand.

Nothing but First-Class Stock and A 
No. i Workmen.

Neath & Cheaply Done,
Thanking all friends for past favors, au I in
viting an inspection before purchasing else
where.

R. A. GALBRAITH.

No. ï.—Rt. Hen. Sir John A. Mac
donald, was issued August 2nd, 1884.

No. 2.— Hon. Oliver Mcwat, was is
sued September 20th, 1884

No. 3. Hon Edward fcjake was is
sued October 18th, 18S4.

No. 4. —Mr. W. R. Mereiith, will be 
issued November 15th, i88t

No. 5.—Hon. H. Mercer will be is
sued December 20th, 1884.

No. 6.—Hon. J. Norquiy, will be 
issed January 17th, 1885.

No. 7.—Hon. Sir H. L. Iangevin, 
will be issued February 14th, 1885.

These plates are printed in :olors, on 
fine plate paper, and will b« issued 

month) to our subserbers, 
free of charge.

In these sketches an effort is nade to hit 
off not only the facial expression but the j 
general figure as well, each subÿ-ct being 
given in some characteristic pose. Where ! 
ever possible the dm wing will be n.ade from j 
life, so as to ensuit accuracy in these re- I 
spects. At the samp time a staid natter-of- 
fact portrait is not aimed at. but that far ! 
more attractive am unique thing—a cari- j 
cature embracing aVlikeness. Each portrait I 
is accompanied byfa brief biographical no- j 
tice written in a spirit to correspond with I 
the picture.

When we call ua-11 Canadians t-> encour- i 
age this enterprise we are afte r all not ask
ing them to do anything vast. They already | 
have in Grip abuniant value for $2 per t*,u- j 
nom, and as has veen already stated the j 
Gallery, which aine is worth more than j 
the amount of sukcr iption, is a free gift. | 
All we request therefore is that those who 
are not already updi our list shall subscribe j 
for Grip. We decline to argue as to whether i 
S‘2 per year can be pent in any better way 1 
intellectually. The; l1 is no question to argue, j 
The intelligent citi en of Canada who has 1 
that amount lier ye r to invest for his mm- I 

pleasure may t fely take our word on ' 
irtainly find nothing to 
which will be so satis- 

for a subscription to

Huron & M ddle«*ex
fflutual Jtrt Jnsuramc Company,

ULiOJSTIDOTM, ONT."

Nuniter of Policies in Force. Dec.
31st, 1883 - - - 1,996

Ain't Insured, Dec. 31, 1883, $l,20f ,074.00- 
ASSETS, - - 20,276.06

DIRECTORS.
L C Leonard. R S Murray, A B Powell, K 
Beltz, London ; Hv Johnson, London West, 
W K Atkinson, J P, London Bast ; D M 
Cameron. M P, Strathroy, G I Walker.Ayl
mer, J W Squire. MP, RothNNell, James Mc
Kenzie, Union, R Shoults, J P., Parkhill, G 
Sam well, J P. Exeter, Thos Jones, J P, For 
est, L Wigle, M P, Leamington. W W Dish 
er, St Thomas.

OFFICERS.
L C Leonard, President and Treasurer; J 
W Squire; Vice do; H L Ainslie, Sec'y and 
Manager; W XV Fitzgerald, Solicitor; Johc 
Stephenson, General Agent and Inspector, 

Bankers—Federal Bank of < anada.

R. I». MILLS, M.D.C.M.,
I*h) Nlclan, Surgeon, ttc

Office. No. 
Mich.

25 Rowland-strect, Detroit,

COYNE & WILSON,

SURGEON DENTIST of Wardr- 
V1LLK. will visit Dutton the 15th 

of each month, (at the Dominion Hotel) 
and at the Ontario House. Wallacetowo 
on the 16th. In case either of these dates 
fall on Sunday they will come on the fol
lowing Monday and Tuesday.

NIIIMJJvS
BEST

For
QUALITY

th Pric£
tal
this point, lie will 
buy for the mon ex 
factory as a recei] 
Grip.

TRY GRIP FO
Grip Println

-AT-

F. A. HVMPIDGE’S

1885, ONLY $2.
n Publishing Co,

TORONTO.

Shingle, Stave, Sanh and
Factory.

DUTTON.

Door

b)l

i


