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THOMSON, HENDERSON & BELL,

BARRISTERS, SOLICITORS, &c.

D. E. THOMSON, Q.C

DAVID HENDERSON, Offices L
GEORGE BELL, Board of Trade Buildings
JOHN B. HOLDEN, TORONTO.

G. G. S. LINDSEY. LYON LINDSEY.

LINDSEY, LINDSEY & BETHUNE,

Barristers, Solicitors, Notaries, and
Conveyancers.
Pacific Buildings, 23 Scott Street, TORONTO.
TELEPHONE 2984 ‘Money to Loan

(IBBONS, McNAB & MULKERN,

Barristers, Solicitors, &c.
Office—Corner Richmond and Carling Streets,
LONDON, ONT.
GEO. C. GIBBONS, Q.C.
P. MULKERN.

—

GEO. M'NAB.
FRED. F. HARPER

R CUNNINGHAM, Guelph.—Fire Insurance and
war:Real Estate,  Properties valued. ~Counties ot

ellington, Halton, Dufferin, Grey, Bruce, and Huron
covered monthly, Telephone 195.

GEORGE F. JEWELL, F.C.A., Public Accountant
L and Auditor. Office, No. 193 Queen’'s Avenue,
ondon, Ont.

WINNIPEG City Property and Manitoba Farms

or bcught, sold, rented, or exchanged. Money loaned
invested. Mineral locations. aluator, Insurance
%:‘11_!» &c. Wwm. R. GRUNDY, formerly of Toronto.

Sl!’eeg )’}e;firos'i%gxu;gfss in Winnipeg. Office, 490 Main

——
COUNTIES Grey and Bruce Collections made on
A eCOmmxssion, lands valued and sold, notices served.
c°§n"e"§l financial business transacted. Leading loan
Iefe&a;]né::_' lawyers and wholesale merchants given as
H. H. MILLER, Hanover

—

THOMAS CLARKE, Manutacturers’ Agent, 33 King
Street, St. John, N. B Excellent ref erences.

Over 13,000,000 Feet of
Land for Sale

Situated in Hochelaga Ward, Beginning at
Frontenac Street

idia}; }gs Property is well located for factories ; the Can-
built ¢ acific runs through its centre, and sidings may be
© any part of it. Easy of access by electric cars.

Terms easy. Apply to

HENRY HOGAN, Proprietor.
St. Lawrence Hall, Montreal

DECISIONS IN COMMERCIAL LAW.

(EArRL) v. CrLARKE. " THE
Saranita.”—The owners of yachts on enter-
ing them for a race undertook to obey and be
bound by certain special rules while sailing
under the entry. One of the special rules pro-
vided thatany yacht disobeying orinfringing any
of them should be liable for all damages arising’
therefrom. In consequence of a breach of the
rules committed by one of the competing
yachts, a collision occurred which resultedin the
loss of another of the yachts. The Court of
Appeal in England decided that the owners had
entered into a contract by which each promised
the others that he would be liable to them for
all damages consequent upon any breach of
the rules committed by him; that the expres-
sion “ all damages’ was to be interpreted ac-
cording to the ordinary meaning of the words;
that the effect of the rule was that the owners
had contracted themselves out of the Mer-
chant Shipping Amendment Act, and that the
liability of the owner of the offending yacht
was not_limited to £8 a ton, as provided by that
statute.

DUNRAVEN

Re GRANT.—Under the revised Ontario Act
to secure to wives and children the benefit of
life insurance, as amended by late legislation
the insured has no power to declare by his wil]
that others than those for whose benefit he has
effected the policy or declared it to be, shall be
entitled to the insurance money, nor to ap-
portion it among other than those for whose
benefit he has effected the policy or declared it
to be. This is the tenor of a decision of the
Court of Chancery.

ScoTTISH AMERICAN INVESTMENT COMPANY
v. SExToN.—On an application to a company
for a loan on seven dwelling houses, it was
agreed that the houses were to be completed,
including furnaces, before the money should be
advanced. The houses were completed and the
furnaces put in before the money was advanced,
and a mortgage taken. After the mortgage
was given, the mortgagor removed five of the
furnaces and- put them in other houses belong-
ing to another person, and proposed to remove
the other two. The Court of Chancery de-
cided that, as between the mortgagor and the
company, the furnaces were part of the free-
hold; that the company was the owner, and
the wrongful taking away by the mortgagor
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What’s in a Name?

A great deal. For instance, if you see the name
*Oxford " on any article yon at once rest as-
sured that that article is the best of its kind in
the market. We can, without fear of contradic-
tion, make this statement of the

“Oxford” Radiators

As they are mechanically correct in construc-
tion and artistic design, have great heating
capacity, and are the only Radiators that have
iron to iron joints, no gaskets being used,
therefore no leaky joints. All the trade can

supply them
UNDRY CO., Ltd.

would not enable him to pass title, even to an
innocent purchaser, for value; and injunctions
were granted restraining the removal of the
two not removed, and ordering the delivery up
of the five removed.

Brown v. SpiLMaN.—Petroleum gas and oil
belong to the owner of the land and are part of
it, so long as they are on it or in it, or subject
to his control, but when they escapeand go into
other land, or become under another’s control,
the title of the former owner is gone. If an
adjoining owner drills his own land and taps a
deposit of oil or gas, extending under his neigh-
bor’s field, so that it comes into his well, it be-
comes his property, according to the Supreme
Court of the United States. A lease of forty
acres for the purpose of boring and piping for
oil and gas, excepting ten acres upon which no
well shall be drilled without the lessor’s consent,
gives all the gas and oil under the forty acres,
and forbids only the drilling of wells on the
ten acres without such consent.

Coure v. RovER.—According to the Supreme
Court of the United States, the patentee of a
machine that will not do what it is intended to
do, cannot sustain an action against one who is
shown to use a successful and operative machine.
The principle of construction applicable to a
patent is that such construction must be in
conformity with the self-imposed limitations
which are contained in the claims. In an ac-
tion for the infringement of a patent, it is for
court to define the patented invention as indi-
cated by the language of the claims, and the
jury are to judge whether the invention so de-
fined covers the art or article employed by the
defendant. In equity the complainant in an
action for the infringement of a patent is en-
titled to recover such gains and profits as have
been made by the infringer from the lawful use
of the invention, and where the injury sustained
is greater than such profits the damages he has
sustained, in addition to the profits received.
At law the plaintiff in an action for the in-
fringement of a patent is entitled to recover, as
damages, compensation for the pecuniary loss
he has suffered from the infringement, the
measure of recovery being not what the de-
fendant has gained, but what plaintiff has lost.

REGINA V. GoLDsTAUB.—The prisoner was
tried on an indictment containing three counts,
two for setting fire to a building, and the third
for having unlawfully concealed a large number
of goods specified in the indictment, being goods
capable of being stolen and being the property
of the prisoner, for a fraudulent purpose, to
-wit, for the purpose of obtaining from certain
.insurance companies insurance money upon the
goods as if they had been destroyed by fire, and
of then keeping the goods for his own use.
The prisoner was found not guilty upon the
first two counts, but was convicted upon the
third count, subject to the opinion of the full
court upon a question reserved. The goods in
question were inanimate and movable things
the absolute property of the prisoner, part of
his stock in trade, and of the property insured
by the insurance companies. These companies
had not any property or interest in the goods
or in any of them save as such insurers. The
Judge found that the prisoner concealed the
goods with the intent of keeping them for his
own use and of obtaining from the insurance
companies the full amount of the insurance

moneys, and he found asa fact that the purpose
of the prisoner was a fraudulent purpose. And
the Court of Queen’s Bench of Manitoba held
that the question must be answered in the
affirmative and the conviction sustained. The
section was intended to cover everylcase, the
case of ahother’'s goods, and the case of the

owner’s goods.



