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vs, Chapel. The court says that the theory
upon which chattel mortgages of cropa to be
grown are supported is thal they are propurty
having a poteatial existenco, and that the
mortgagos being in possession of the Jand upon
which theyare to Lo grown has a present vested
right to have the crops when they come into
actual existence,

CoyMumoN CARRIER—RESPONSIBILITY FOR Di-
LAY BY STRIKES.—\Vhets delay in delivering
freight is caused, not by the refusal of tho strik.
ing employces of a railroad compauy to return
to work, but by the unfawful and viclent con-
duct of the strikers after having abaundoned the
service of the company, the latter is not liable,
according to the decision of the New York
Court of Appeals in the case of Geismer vz,
Leke Shoro & Michigan Southern Railroad
Company, reported 1n the Albany Lew Journeal,
The court said : It is true that these men (the
strikers) have been in the employment of the
defendant.  But they left and abandoned that
employment., They ceased to bo in its service
or in any seaso its agents for whose conduct it
was responsible They not ouly refased to obey
its orders or to render it any service, but they
witlfully array themselves in positive hostility
against it, and intimidated and defeated the
efforts of employees who wero willing to serve
it. They becams a mob of vicious law-breakers,
to bo dealt with by the government, whose
dnty it was, by the use of adequate fmce, to re-
store order, enforce proper 1espect for private
property and private rights and obedience to
law. Ifthey had burned down bridges, torn
up tracks, or goae into passenger cars and as-
saulted passengers, upon what principle could
it be held thatas to such acis they were the
employees of the defendant for whom it was
responsible 2 If they had sued the defondant
for wages for the eleven days when they weie
thus evgaged in blocking its busiazess, no one
will claim that they could have recovercd.

LiseL — PrivicEced CoMmUSICATION — IN-
JUNCTION, —An important decision involving the
doctirine of privileged communications in the
law of libel was rendered lately by the Queen’s
Bench Division of the High Court of Justice
(Euglaud), upon theapplication of Sir W, Avnt-
strong & Company for an injunction to vestrain
the Admiralty and JHorse GQuards Gazette from
publishing certain alleged defamatory matter
regarding the dealings of that company with
the government in relation to certain ordnance
contracts. The coart, through Lord Chicf Jus.
tice Coleridge, dismissed the application for an
injunction, holding that the publication wisa
privileged commubination, and that the burden
of proving walice rested on the plaintiff, who
had his remedy by suit. Lord Coleridge said :
This is, no doubt, an extremely important ap-
plication on the part of Sir William Armstrong
& Company to restrain the publication of libel-
ons matter in the defendant’s newspaper, such
defamatory matter bLeing, ia subsiance, that
members of that company, ecither now or just
receutly, have been interested in the Ordnance
Committee, and have by their position in the
government, and by their conncction with the
War Office departments, influcneed tho deter-
mivation of a sclect committee with regard to

he purchase of ordnance from the plaiatiff com.

pany. I may obscrve that the contracts for
ordnance ave admitted to have been of an
cuormous character, and 10 suggestionsas to
tue Jargeneas and importanco of those contracts
has been in the least overstated. ‘These con.
tracts may be said to be albout the mbstim-
postant element in the defences of the country
which exists as they relate to the ordnance, and
particularly the naval ordeance, of the country ;
and therefore this is a matter, if there be any
in the world, of public intewust. If anything
like tha’ stated ju the alleged libel be true, the
person who exposes such a system and gucha
migchief does a groat public sevvice, and I can-
not be a moment hesitate in saying that the
subject-matter which constitates the writing
about it is u privileged communpication, Itis
to tho interest of tlc whole country that the
selection ot our chief weapon of defence shovld
be made by iudifferent and disintarested per-
sons, The defendants say that the selection
was not so made. Of course, the right and
privilege of comment ought not to be used a3
any cloak whatever for private malice, and if i$
should turn out at the tricl of the action that
these allegatious publicly made were made un-
justifiably upon honoravle and independant
meu, and that the articles, 8o far from being
written in the public interest of some rival con-
tractor for the purposc of bringing discredit
upon a body of honorable gentlemen, then, so
far from the man writing them having done
something for the public sarvice which deserves
reward, he deserves being mulcted, as a jary
would undoubtedly mulet him, of the heaviest
possible damages which he might reusoncbly be
expected able to pay.  Aunytling wmore wicked
than the libel if not teve it would be difficuls
to conccive, bec.use it is caleulated to excite
terror in the country, and to do & great deal of
mischief both public aud private.  Whether it
was written with a view to the public ser-
vice or from private malice, I, sitting here, who,
of coursc, have ne means of knowing, give no
opinion ; but it is quite plaiv that the subject
and the occasion being privileged —and what-
ever doubts have recently been thrown on the
taw of libel o2 this point I do not share—it is
quite clear taat the onus of proving malice rests
on the plaintiff, ard once it is granted that the
oceasion is privileged, the onus is on the plain-
tiff to show that the privilege has been exceed-
ed, and that it was made a cloak for private
malice. This is the reason why I think we
ought to refusc to interfcre in this case. —Brad-
street’s,

Wheat as a staple article of consun,ption and
commerce has been subject to wonderful var-
iations in market valuc duing the past sixty
years. Beginning in 1825, a period of low
prices, when wheat sold at 75 ceots in New
York, there was a 1ise for four yeara to the first
maximum of $1.75 in 1829. Then came 4 fall
of only sesen months to $1.00, late in the same

year, and afierwards a rise to the second maxi-
mum, $2.12 in 1836. From that poiat the de-
cline contiaued until 1546, when tue price was
ouly So cents, but iu the very next year it ad-
vaoced to §2.95. The next decline culminated
in 1831 to 93 centn, but from that point there
was an aaveace iu four years to $2.80 in 1855,
The price then declived not lower than $1.20in
1858, bot afterwards rosc to $3.45 in 1866, 4

decline followed to $1.50 in 1870, and another

advance to $2.25 in 1873. The price then de-

clined to 84c 1 1576, but advanced to §$1.85 in

1877, and agaiu declined to 83~ in 1878  An.

other advance to $1.69 in 1880 wrs followed hy
a decline to ubout 80c in 1884, and prices still
lower have bLeen vecorded already this year.
—Milling World,

EOCENE. WATER WHITE, SUNLIGHT

STANDARD OIL. GOMPANY,

(CLEVELAND, OHIC).

Kanitobs & Northwest Deparbment, Winnineg,
ILLUMINATING 1@ LUBRICATING

GASOLINE, AXLE GREASE, CANDLES and all
PRODUCTS or AMERICAN PETROLTIUM.
Our stock here embraces all the Manufactures of tho
Standnrd 0il Coampany  Correspondencesolicited.
JOS. BARTLES. Mgr., Oftice 843 Main St
ELDORADO CHALLENGE
ENGINE. MACHINERY

CAPITOL
CYLINDER,

City Roller Mills.
D. HMCMILLAN & BRO,

Manufacturers of and Dealers in

ROLLER|ProcEsS|FLOUR,

In the following Grades ¢
Patents, Strong Bakers, and Spring Extra
Grabam Flour, Cracked Wheat,
Bran, Shorts, Oats, Barley and Oatimeal.

MILLS: FooT L.oMBaRD sT., WINNIPEG
. axD a7 QUAPPELLLE, N.W.T,

DAWSON, BOLE & CO.,
Wholesale Druggists, Etec.

REGIN.A,; N.W.T.

Large stock of leading Patent Medicines.
Sole wholesate agents for the Cow Boy Cigar. We
also carry full line of popular domestic & imported brands

WRITE FOR QUOTATIONS.
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For Information, Maps, Folders,’cte., apply ‘o ¢r address
P P. GROAT, CHAS. S. FEE,

Ger Emigration Agent, Qen. Pastenger Agen
& St. Paul. St. Pau

'W. F. Buchanan,

~RFEPRESENTS—
Armour and Co., Chicago.
Armour and Co , Ransas City, ‘I'roﬂllons, cte.
Halifax Sugar Refining Company —Halifax Sugrars.
The Royal So:x(\\ Manufacturing Company, Witmipeg—
Laundry and Toilet Soaps.
The Minuctota and Ontario Lumber Company, Rat Port-
age, Dry White Pinc Lumber.

Oflicc: 11 Notre Dame S¢t. E,Winnipeg



