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in the family circle. Sec section 12, here
repeated verbatims.

eIt sliall nevertheless be lawfiul for any .party
Io lins cl'ectel an insiurance oi wiho las aII-
propriated a policy of insiraice c' Uhc beneiit
of a wife or of a wife and child or children, or
of a child or chillren only as hereinaboe pro-
vided, ait any timie and fron fie to time there-
after, to revoce the benielit conferred by such
insurance or iiproiriation, either lis Io oie or
inore or as to all of' ce persons intenIded ti be
benieliteil and to decilare in the revocation tlit
the policy shall be foi' tlie benelit only of the
Irsons not exclided biy the revocation or for
the benefit of such persons not exclued joinîtly
wl another or others or cntirely for tie bene-
fit ofinîother or others not originially namsel
or benefited. Such other or others must be a
person or persons for wliose beuetit ais inisur-
ince mnay be effLected or aplroiriated under
the provisions o' this Act."

WhVlien the policy is for the benefit of
vifue and children generally, without any

apportionient iavinig been made by the
insured, the apportionnent is provided
for by section 9, wlicli reads as follows :

t Whenl ne aippioritioenîlîlcit is madle, thie parties
iiiierestedl shiall share the insUrance ilioney as
follows : if for the benefit of aî wiifb and the
clidreni issue of' ie arriage with the peson
wlose life is insulret, ole hait for lier and the
oier lhalff f'or their chilren, ivho i wili subtil-
vide equally ;-if foir Uic liinefit of a wil'e ial
lier children, cine lialf flor the w'if' anel the other
lailf for lier childlren (wh'lietier issue of the sarne
or of' difeirenti marriages), w'ho ill sub-divide
eqaully ;-if for th eefit of a i'il and lier

lisband's cliilid rei, one liitlf' flo' Uic wife and
the other half l'or the children of' lier lusbid
(i hether issue 0( the sine or of different isar-
ringes), wlio wîill slib-dividle egiiilly ; if foi' Ilhe
benelit of a wvil and her uliisband's and lier oin
children, one half l'or the wifle and the othier
hiif l'or hls cliildrîen and l'or lier children,
(welitlier issue of' tleir or of other inarria ges),
such children sili-dividiing eiially ; if for the
beneit of a wil'e and one or more children
specified by namne, one lalf l'or the wvile and
the other lialf for such child, ci' for such chil-
dren, who w'ill sub-divile equally;-if for the
bentit of chsildrncii oily generally, equanlly be-
tiween the children of the parent whose lif'e w'is
insured (whether issue of the samne or dill'erent
msarriages); and if for the benieit of severa
chiludrîen specified by b namne, equally betweei
theum.

Int the event of all the beneliciaries pre-
deceasing the insured, the policy reverts
te himself absolutely, and nay be dealt
with as if the insuranîce lad been effected,
and lad been always leld for his own
benefit. Section 2S provides that if it
shallie b proved that all or any of the pre-
mniuns wvere paid at a timte when the per.
sois Nhose life lias beeni insured w'as insol-
vent, in fraud of the righsts of creditors,
such creditors shall be entitled to recover
and receive eut of the insurance mssonoy
an amount equai to the premtiuims se paid.
Section 20 provides that nothing con-
tained in the present Act shall affect in-
surances made in favor ef os' r transferred
te any wiife under li' marriage contract.

'WNre have further deened it advisable
te examine the laws at present in exist-
ence in Ontario relative te snch insur-
ances, and w'e find them to be se essen
tially the same that the foregoing remîarks

msay apply equally tiereto ; but thsere are
a few points of divergency wliclh it may
be vell to notice cursorily. ''lhe lirst is,
that in the Ontario statutes there is no
delinite provision for endowment policies

(payable during insured's life time) coin-
ing within the scope of this law. Secoidly,
under the Ontario laws thie insurance nay
be paid for by a single preiiun, viichx,
iwe are of opinion, gives too imsucli lati-
tude for fraud against creditors in the
case of perons on the verge of bank-
ruptcy. Th'le Quebec Act, it will be
renenbered, requires the preiniums te
exteid over a period of iot less thian
ten years. Thirdly, in Ontario, wlien
there is no apportionmnent maade by the
insur'ed, al parties interested share equal-
ly. Lastly, the Ontario lawrs do not pre-
clude attachmlent of the incurance money
in the hands of the Company for the claiis
of creditors of the beneficiaries.

Se far as ive can learn there are no
such Acts in operation in the Lower Pro-
vinces, an]d, if this is the case, we nay be
excused for throwing ont the suggestion
tiat it imighit bc iell foi themi to followr
the good exanple of Ontario and Quebec.

THE QUEBEC SHIP BUILDERS.
Tie Globe las, iwe think, failed te appre-

ciate the justice of the complaints of the
Quebec ship builders vith reference te
the duty on ships in France. That duty
is, we believe, difl'erential against Canada,
and as ie impose no diliereitial duties on
Frenci cottons, woollens and silks iwe nay
with justice renonstrate against the in-
position of difflerential duties against our
industries. The national policy question
has no bearing on this case. If France
deeis it te be lier interest te impose a
duty on all ships with a view te encourage
home industry, ire admnit that the Globe's
argument would be sound, and that the
supporters of the national policy would be
precluded friom remonstrating againstsuch
duties. What Canadahas ariglit to claii
is thbat she should be placedçl on the foot-
ing of the most favored nation, and unless
she is se plaeed it may become a question
wliether it wvould not be advisable te place
countervailing duties on French goods
imported into the Dominion. In the
mean ime iwe can discover ne inconsisten-
cy in our Finance Minister remonstrating
against the duties of whicl the Quebec
ship buîildler's) ave justly conplained,

HilE FISIERY QUESTION.
The Newfoundland correspondent of

tIse Montreal Gazette has discovered a
niost important circular letter addressed
by Secretary Marcy te the collectors of

cuistomsîs in the United States, whicl
seemls te have been eitier' uniknsown t
the Eiglish Foreign Oflice or te have been
forgotten. It is a crushing ansswer to the
recent despatel of Secretar'y Evarts.
Secretary Marcy not .onliy recognizes in
the fullest mianner the riglit of the Colo-
nial Legislatures to make laws for the pie-
tectioni of the lishieries, te which the isa-
bitants of tie colonies wrill be subject
equally with foreigners enîjoying fislhery
privileges under the treaty, but lie points
out the necessity that exists for legisla-
tion on the subject. Wo confess tiat iwe
are curious to leaix irniat our ciontemt-
poraries in the United States who have
been airing the Nerwfoniisdlaid grievance,
and addîucing it as a sufficient ground for
withholding payment of an award of
$5,500,000, when the injury sustained ias
the destruiction ofan old rotten coi seile,
will have to say te Secretary Marcy's cir.
cular.

TTUE QUESTON OF TE HOUR.
No. 2.

Until quite recently w'e iad ventured
to hope thxat tIhe Quebec crisis Of Mîalrclh
1878, svould be remsenliered chieîly as a
w'arning to Ministers, both of Uhe Domisi-
nion and of the varions Provinces, that
the Governors are not mere cyphers, but
an important element in our Constitution.
Wre very mchl regret the revival of the
controversy on the subject, which has
been caused by a demand, as well fron
the leading organs of the Conservative
party as fron iillueitial politiciais in the
Province of Quebec, for the renoval of
the Lieutenant-Governor, a proceedinsg
against which we have ventured te record
our protest. \Ve have never discussed
the question in a party spirit, and, al-
thougi motives have been attributed te
the writer of having been infliienced by
personal friendship towards a member of
the present Quebec Gove'rnment, iwe nust
remind those who ascribe such motives
that ire have never written anything te
justify La Minerce's expression,-" entoie-
rer de sa protection MW. Letellier, Joly
and Starnies." We have iot professed te
be supporters or opponents of the Quebec
Administration, and shall have noe iesita
tion in criticiziig thei acts, if ire find
cause te do se. La Auincrue nay beuiable
to comprehend the Iifference betwveein
naintaininsg the constitutionaliity o a spe.
eifie act of the Lieutenant-Cioveror, and
supporting tie party whichi profited by
that act. We have never diverged a haii"s
breadthi from our original position, whici
was that the dismissal of the De Boucher-
ville, Govermneist, under the circula-
stances, was strictly constitutional. In ar-


