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1rSuriPr fie fLno resents for the
rst tilfle niie fits 18ondn

Illli o' slie tsorganizatioli8 years ago, a state-

0if 188î ts affairs to the B3ritishi public. At the close

gie t liad assets alm-oultiing to $9,03î04 2 anid a

a8l reserve fund Of $5,435,000- Its incomne for

~308 reiltlnîs was $3,964,585 and froin interest

Sri 725 Its outgo was $3,368,768, of wlicli $2,157,-
QI 4s for lOSses. The balance carried to profit and

of itas $766,olo. Its cond(itionî aid recordl are wortliy
8great ag,.

lt ' if nuace Co. of Toronto iS

tcandidate for public favor. It is chartered
0fithefltario govcriiiiieiit with an authorized capital

M '000, 000' albout oine-third of wlîich is said to be

T~1~bd ihe ainotint paid Up is not stated. Sevea

the 0f 1fWI1.V gentlemen are among its directors, and

presjers consist of Mayor E. F. Clarke of Toronto,

se01t.; J. K. Leslie, Esq., first, and Mr. J. W. Lanîg,

%retlcepresidents, with Mr. E. J. Lomnitz as

triCaytrebuer011The conîpany is aiinounced to

'trabusiesreo the level premium plan.

>4f r.
tf t - Bennett, jun., the United States manager

laies io Fire and Scottish Union ixsurance con-
k1lies 1akes a semi-annual statement of these coin

atQt..,sho%%illg that the former had assets in the Unîited

rpla ontn to $7921768. The ixîcrease in net
ivs lias been $25,7 18, anîd the excess of ilcome

qs J1 O5ses and expenses $49,235. The latter hias

in ainountn t $1,71I8,687 and an excess of

tllr Oser lsesadexpenses of$i00,967, while the

fatoryoI0fnet 'surplus lias been $81 ,65î. A very satis-
nS howiïîg for both conipanies.

inr ! the verdict of the Massachusetts insurance

Qnlt, s1'Oner, in reply to an inquiry froîn New Britain,

* ''Ito the standing of a Massachusetts assesSmfent

ltdIlWiient concern :-" The so-called order is organ-

ýIhi4iler the unfortunate' Iron Hall law' of i 888,

* thte legislature lias silice condemilied by repealilg

Dr COnînî0luissoner lias constantly and earnestly

Int ted against these preposterons assessment endow-

îillheme, as it mnust be plain to any one who will

e ý fr e ~ mite, that tleir absurd pretenses cafli

a lTiperial Fire Office niow coliipte a

It 0 fla"genien of its capital by a division of its shares
Kiv Crs )j smaller denomiinatioli ; and ini or(ler to

Qlfetto thîs to register the conipany under the

k b5 Illider consideration by the directors, and will

.A 5 ably be subnîitted ere long to the shareholders.

'tP f this kilîd, if adopted,wodmaetesae

4id arketable, and possibly enhance their value,

'11g " extending the proprietary. The wisdon of be-
ttWeil abreast of youiiger compaliies is fully appar-

4b4j-e Qipanies of equal age to the Imperial Fire have

ýtdlargely by similar changes.-Plosi Magazine.

th IlsuranceYear Book for i8qo, published by

a/I Pei2or Comrpany, N ew York,hlas beenhreceved

*o ilisflrance in ail branches in detail in this coUn-

i c Overd wilîile the busiîîess in foreign coulitries

Wit }lttlli-Iied ini valuable forrn. To those fainiliar

th2i forner editions of this work we need olnly say

h te resent onie is even fuller and miore valuiable.

e Auaî1biser also issue inî separate form the" Defi-

188' laysis of Life Assuranîce Returus "-' 883 to

Whýby &jainin F. Brown, a valuable compendium

ear glad to see niade available at a moderate
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We have received fron Mr. F.T.Hotof thled
pacai nc rz'i/ra very usefllpublicato aiaied
tle 1' Insuranîce Directory and Laws ofte0 aii

Coast." Tuhe publicationi is exectited with typogra-

phical neatiiesS and boud iin substantial forin, w'hile

tlhe contenits are aIl that could be desired as a hand-

book of informationi concerliig otlhe insuralice compa-

nies, te lîe,,cxi o represeuit tlheiîi, and ltlîe laws wvhich

goveril the bu uiiC5 011 the Coast.

Insurance Cornrmissiofler Bailey, of 'Minnîesota,

'ý3iii1ed qtîizziCally wlîenl lic auliîounced to a reporter

onie nîoriiîig last week tlat articles of associationlihad

beeli filed by tlhe -Ceska Fiarnîarska V\zaijenitie, Be

jistijilci Spolekiiost proti ohmii a Bleska,'' of Lanes-

burgtowsliip, Le Sueur couîîty. Translated, it is

said to nean that the farners f ssbr o ur -

have orgaîîized a niutflal bail, fire and lightilg insur

ance companiy.GIlrolcc, N.Y.

In their comniendable anxietY to iinprove the

fire cxtiinguishilg service of San Francisco, the Pacific

Unioni voted to appropriate $20,000 tow.ar(l5 the $100,-

ooo whichi the citizens proposed to raise for the fire

departuielt. On second thouight this action was res-

ciiîded, as the nienibers of the Union had no authority

to biiîd their conipaliies. Te raisiîig of thîe $ 20,00

was tlien undertaken by voluiitary subscription among

the menîbers, who soon saw the bad logic and worse

exailiple of such an attenipt, aîd so the property owners

of Saîn Franîcisco wvill have to provide for its protectioni

or let it burn. Froin preselit indications the latter 18

likely to happeli.

SUPERIOR COURT, MýON1rRE.-Gakéon Quinel vs. The Glas-

gow & ?Loudon Lu çza wanaComc n lre1U1aYProofs.

XVaut of notice.-~Wa1i'er.

RIPoR I!>BIyt- HS. RA i ABS, Ai>! OCA TI,)moN TREýAL.

Plaintiff herein clainied fromi the compafly, defendants, the

SUIIof $25000o, arnount of a fire policy on a woodefl house and its

contenits and( on a bîarn and the grain which it contained or which

night be placcd inî the house after it was threslîed, the whole

havilig hecoine a total loss hy fire on the 3 rd June, 1889. To this

action (lefen(lants pieaded ini effect, want of notice, waiit of prop-

er prelinuinary proofs within the delays nîentioned as stipulated

in the policy, and also plaintiffVs refusai to subnîit to an arbitra-

tioli as provided for 1)»' the policv. Plailitiff ansNverc(l that

defendants had by their condluct vaived any more rigorouS con'-

plialice with the conditions referre(l to, and that lie had giveil

due notice and furnished sufficielit proof of his jos. The facts of

the case, as found by the Court, were as follows:

By thc îothi condition writteli notice of the loss W'aS rcquircd

to be given to the coinpaiiyjiîniediately, ami the usual prelifli-

inary proofs witlîin fourteeli days after the loss occurred. By the

1 2th condition it was enacted tîxat ini case of any differences anis-

ing between thec comipany and the assured, concerflig the loss

or damage, or the aniount to be paid by the compaliy, such dif-

1ferences should be imnnediately established hy conîpetent valua-

tors. By the 14 th condition it was enâcted that in case the condi-

tions mnentioned ini the four precediug paragraphs (includiflg

1those ahove nientioned) were îîot fulfild by the assured within

'>tlree nionths froni the fire, and thue estiniate and valuation pro-

vide--d for above îuot miade, nio caini should be paid, and the

assured should thereby renoioucC to all bis rights to indefiflîtY

.and to the paynient of any clain he nîiight have in ,wirtue Of the

policy, the delay inentionied beiiig ani esselitial part of the con-

[tract. The fire in question took place on the 3 rdJune last (1889),

and comîsunmed thue louse and its contents as well as the grain

Snentioned in the declaratioti, and that the whole was worth the


