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Recent Legal Decisions.

CORPORATION ~— STOCKHOLDER'S MERTING—
Masority Vote,.—Accoiding to the decision of
tho Supreme Court of Minnesota in tho case of
Martin ct al* vs, Chuto et al., a majovity of the
votes cast at u valid stockholders meeting pre-
vails where the charter und by-laws are siloat
ou the subject, even though oaly a minority of
the stock is represcuted.

SraTuzOoRY CONSTRUCTION—-MEBANING  OF
¢¢ MAKUYACTUKER,"--A compauy printing and
publishing a uewspaper ia not a ‘ manu-
facturer,” though one doing the business of job
printing, engraving or clectrotyping is, accord-
ing to the decision of the Now Jevsey Supreme
Court in the case of The Evening Jourual As
socintion vs, State Foard of Assessors.

INFRINGEMEST OF PATENT—DAMAGES.— In
an action |.cought forshe infiingemeat of a
patent fora desigo for carpets vo profits were
fouad to have been made by the defendant, but
the Circuit Conrt, in which the action wastried,
allowed to the plaintiff s damages for every
yard of varpets made upon the design in ques-
tion a sum cqual to the profit made by the
plaintiff in makisg and celling carp.te with the
patented cesign. The Supreme Court of the
Ubnitad States held that this award of damages
was improper, aud that only nominal dawages
ghould be allowed, there being no evidence as
to the value imparted to the carpet by the de-
sign. Dobson vs. Hartford Carpet Company.

Rawway Couraxy — Accipext — Necul-
GENCe.—In tae case of Kellow vs. Tho Central
Iowa Railway Compacy, decided by the Sapreme
Coust of Jowa, it appeared that the defendant
atopped ouc of its passenger trains at Mason
City Junction, ond, fo: convenience in crans-
ferring baggage, the baggage car was slopped
n frount of the boggage room of the depot,
so that the rear passenger car was left standing
over a cross-track of the Chicago, Milwaukee &
St. Paul Railroad Company. Ia moving certain
freight cars oat of the way of engine, the
employces of the latter road pushed the cars on
the croes-track, and some of themn being heavily
lozded, broke loose and run down the grade in-
tothe pussenger car of the Central, threw itfrom
the track, tarned it over, and fatally injured
the plaintifis intestate, a passenger therein,
The court held that the Ceatral Company was
gni'ty of negligence axd liabls for the injury.

Storrace 1v Traxsit—TiTLE —Durricate
Bt or LapiNG.-—On February 6, 1884, a
tobacco merchant sold to one of his customers
tweaty-five hogsheads of tobacco, and shipped
them by rail.to bim, taking two bills of Jading,
ouemarked “‘original” and the other ¢‘duplicate.”
The “duplicate” bill of lading and invoice were
transmitted to the consignee, and the “oiiginal”
was attached to a sixty-day draft drawn by ke
consignor on the consignee, and sent through a
pank foracceptance. ‘The consigaee, on receipt
of the “duplicate,” transferred it Ly indorse.
nent to one Castanola, with whom he had con-
tracted to sell the tobacco, and received pay-
ment therefor, and obn presentation of the
“original” and draft the uext day, refased to
accept the draft, and it was rcturned to the
consignor. On Feborary 24, 1864, the consignee

-

fuiled, and the consignor oidered tha goods,
then in transit, to bo stopped. On Feburavy
27 end 29, 1884, Castanola demauded tho goods
of tho railcoad compeny, and was informed
that thiey had been stopped “in transit by the
consignor, and shipped back to him, whereupon
Castanola sued the compaay to recover the
valuo of the goods, clriming to be an innocent
purchaser for value, The United States Dis-
trict Court for the western District of Texas
held (1) that the transfer of tho “dapiicate”
bill of Iading for value did not carry with it
necessarily the title to the goods; and (2) that
the plaintiff, Castanola, had noticed before he
paid for the goods, which should have put him
on inquiry as to what disposition had been
mado of the “original” bill of lading, ard there-
fore did not acquire alegal title to the goods
that would defeat the right of the consignor to
stop them in fransit. Castanola vs. Missouri
Pacific Railway Company.

Usrey  Istesstate Law-—-Moxkey-LoaNiNe
Coypaxtes.—Judge Greshom, of the Upited
States Circeit Court, rendered a decision of in-
tevest to money-loaning companies carrying on
an interstate business in Lhe case of the United
States Mortgage Company vs. Sperry, decided
at Chicago on the 12th inst. Tho case arose
upon abill filed by the Mortgage Crmpany to
foreclose three mortgages given by Sperry and
his succetsor as guardians of the Kingsbury
estate, aggregating $340,000, all secured on the
property of the cstete and running at 10 per
cent. iaterest. In deciding the case Judge
Gresham said there were twa questions raised :
First, as to whether the (Illinois) County Court
had power to suthorize the execution of mort-
gages to securo money borrowed for waking re-
pairs and rebuilding; and, secondly, whether
the United States Mortgage Company could
demand 10 per ceut. juterest, it being a corpor-
ation of New York, where 7 per ceat. was the
legal rate. Judge Gresham decided both ques-
tions in the affirmative. He said that the
Mortgage Cowpany was organized in 1871,
under a charter which provided that no loan
should be made at a rate of interest exceeding
legal rate, and it was claimed by the defense
that the company should not demand more than
7 per cent, intarest, which was the legal rate
wien the mortgages were exccuted. Dsury
laws, the judge held, were loeal, having no
extra-territorial effect, and cach state might be
safely trusted to determine what was a just
compensation for the use of money iithin its
own tesritorial limits, aud to protect its own
citizens against avarice. The people of Illinois
did not need the protection of the laws of New
Yok in that respect, and it con'd not be as-
suaed, without the most explicit expressions,
that the New York Legislatme undertook to
afford protection to citizers of Ilinois, or to
prevent one of its own corporations from cm.
ploying its capital in other states on terws legs

favoruble than the laws of such other states
allowed as just. It was for the Stale of New
York to deal witis the company if it had vio-
lated its charter, and esven if such violation had
ocenrred that did not excuse the mortgagors
from peiforming their partof a contract the
benefit of which they ha(rcnjoycd. He there-
fore ordered a decree to be entered in favor of
the company., ~—Bradstreet’s.

A Comm:relal Language.

Several years ago & Swiss by the name of
Schicyer invented a language which should
servoas the medium of commereial intercours,
for zll business rations. This language bo
amed Volapuk. It is stated by a Frenchn
journal that in the last four years the Volapuk
language has received the support of fifty-
three societies in Eugland, Ge.many, Austria,
Sweeden, Holland and the United States.
Gratrmars, dictionaries aud reviews are also
being circulated. Experiments have also been
wede which indicate thet the language is east
to acquire.—~7'he American Stationer

- Hoggishness.

Tho Mississippi Valley Lumberman, in a re-
cent issue, thus expresses itself in regard to the
St. P.M. & M. vozd: “*Tho Manitoba man-
agement have certainly adhered to their
oviginal policy adopted at the start of taking in
all there was in sight or at least making a grab
atit, They are entitled to great credit for con-
sistency if nothing else. Weare led to these
remaiks by the fact that the Jumber trade of
this city which has furnished this line with a
large shase of its business here, has always been
the special taiget of this compary. The special
point is tho extra charges for handling and
tronsfer of its own cars.  If & lumbarman wants
a sido track and calls for cars on this line, it
costs §2 per car to get the switching doue,
This has resulted in tho establishment of
nearly wll the planing mill, sash and door es-
tablishments, ete., on the other lines within the
citv. This line has avidently tried to bite off
more than it could chew. The samo policy
some years ago made the wheat miliers of the
city take the transfer busineas, (which by right
of priority onght to have gone to the Mauitoba)
into their own hands, and they organized a
compuny and rua their own business, Itisa
great misfortune that he lumbermen aie not
in a position to follow the example of tie wheat
milleis.  Still there is room on the other lines
for all the great industries which are springing
up in this city, aud there is no law compelling
any of them to locate on the line of the Mani-
toba, and its 2 safe bet they will not do so.

Perdinard Ward's Testimony.

Ferdinard Ward the young Napoleon of fin.
ance gave some interesting testimony before
“he Supreme Conrt this weck, although he did
not tirow much new light onthe Grant & Word
mystery, is evident that he had an accomplice
in his swindling operations, but that worlby
personage seew's to have vanished into thia air,
und zt this time of day it scems hwdly probable
thas the city authorities will go to any trouble
to produce him before court, Ward denied in
the most positive manner that he had any share
in the j lundering transactions of the firm; he
states that Waroer received overything that
was worlth taking, and that he himself merely
worked for beaevolent purposes. No 1rational
person will put any faith in this statement,
Tke Graat family bave lost all the money they
possessed and large sums belouging to-others,
and it is most unlikely that an insiynificent
petty broker, without any reputation as War.




