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Leading Barristers.

THOMSON, HENDERSON & BELL,

BARRISTERS, SOLICITORS, &c.
D. E, THOMSBON, Q. C.

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

G. G. B. LINDEEY, LYON LINDSEY.

JOHN W. EVANS.

LINDSEY, LINDSEY & EVANS,

Barristers, Solicitors, Notaries and
Conveyancers.
Pacrrio BuiLvinags, 23 Scott 8t., TORONTO.
Telephone $954. Money to Loan.

OTTAWA.

LATCHFORD & MURPHY,

Barristers, Solicitors, Notaries, &c.,

Parliamentary and Depe~tmental
Agents.

Offices, 19 Elgin 8t., N. E. Cor. S8parks and Elgin Ets.
OTTAWA.

Telephone 359.

F. R. LATCHFORD,. CHAS. MURPHY.

6/BBONS, McNAB & MULKERN,

Barristers, Solicitors, &o.,

Office—Corner Richmond and Carling Btreets,
LONDON, ONT.

GEO. M'NAB.
FRED. F. HARPER.

GEO. 0. GIBBONS, Q. 0.
P. MULKERN,

Agents’ Directory.

HENBY F. J. JACESON, Real Estate and Gen-
eral Financial and Assurance Agency, King
Btreet, Brockville.

*EORGE F. JEWELL, F.C.A,, Public Accountan
and Auditor, Offlce, No. 193 Queen’s Avenue,
London, Ont.

HOMAS CLARKE, Hardware and General
BAgent. 60 Prince William Street, S8aint John,

WLNNIPEG City Property and Manitoba Farms
bought, sold, rented, or exchanged. Money
loaned or invested. Mineral locations. Valuator,
Insurance Agent, &¢. WM. R. GRUNDY, formerly
of Toronto. Over 6 years in business in Winnipeg.
Office, 490 Main Street. P.0. Box 234,

OUNTIES Grey and Bruce Collections made on
commission, lands valued and sold, notices
served. A general financial business transacted.
Leading loan companies, lawyers and wholesale
merchants given as references.
H. H. MILLER, Hanover.

A. F. ENGELHARDT,

Customs Broker, Commission,
Shipping and Forwarding Agent.
No. 1 Fort Btreet, cor. Wharf,
VICTORIA B.C
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DECISIONS IN COMMERCIAL LAW.

Jones v. MiLLER.—Where the defendants
agreed to take stock in a company about to be
incorporated, and arranged that their interest
in certain land acquired from them by the
company should be applied in payment of
their stock, and although it appeared that the
company took the land over at a price con-
siderably beyond that at which it was acquired
by the defendants, yet, no fraud being shown,
it was held by the Court of Queen’s Bench
that the shares of stock issued to the defen-
dants, pursuant to the arrangement, upon the
incorporation of the company, as fully paid-up
ghares, must be [treated as such in an action
by an execution creditor of the company
seeking to make the defendants liable upon
their shares for the amount unpaid thereon.
The law upon that subject is the same in this
Province as that of England, prior to the
Companies’ Act.

Brona v. FirzeeraLp.—The wife of a mort-
gagor who has joined in a mortgage for the
purpose of barring her dower, to the extent of
the mortgage only, has the right to redeem
during her husband’s lifetime, and is a neces-
sary party to an action for foreclosure in the
first instance. And where she was not so
made a party, and judgment of foreclosure
was recovered in her absence, she was after
judgment and report added as a defendant by
Rose, J., upon her own petition, and permitted
to redeem, or pay off and obtain an assign-
ment of the mortgage.

Dyer v. Town or Trenton.—Held, by the
Court of Chancery, that the intention of the
« gpecial provisions” in reference to assess-
ment in cities, towns and incorporated vil-
lages, contained in s. 52 of the Consolidated
Assessment Act, 1892, is not that the rate of
such an assessment made under that provi-
sion may be levied for the current year. The
function of the assessment under that section
is defined only with reference to fature years,
and what is said is that this assessment so
taken at the end of the year may be adopted
by the council of the following year, as the
assessment on which the rate of taxation for
that year may be levied.

ReeiNa v. CHARLES.—A company wWas incor-
porated under the Joint Stock Companies Let-
ters Patent Act for establishing a driving park
to improve the ;breed of horses, &o., and for
such {purposes to acquire the Dufferin Park
pyoperty, being 161 acres of land on Dufferin
street, in the city of Toronto, on which were
erected houses, a grand stand, stables, etc.,
and with power to erect a club house, and
subject to the Liquor License Act, to maintain
and rent and lease the same, if desirable, for
gocial puarposes, to charge fees for persons
using any of the privileges or property of the
company, and generally to do all things inci-
dental or conducive to the objects aforesaid.
The subscribed stock amounted to $5,800;
$5,000 was taken up by the defendant, and the
remainder by three other persons. The
Court of Common Pleas decided that the
charter did not authorize the company to have
a club house at any other place than that spe-
cified in the charter; and where, therefore,
the defendant was found in possession of in-
toxicating liquorat a place called the Occident
Hall, Queen street, in the same city. though
contended to be a club constituted under the
charter, and of which the defendant claimed
%o be the secretary, he was properly convicted

under the ;Liquor License Act for unlawfully

keeping liquor for sale, barter or traffic with-
out a license.

Rearva v. Repxoxo,—Held by the Court of
Common Pleas that the unloading of manure
from a cart on a certain part of a railway
premises into wagons to be carried away,
came within the terms of a municipal by-law
in the form appended to the Ontario Public
Health Act, prohibiting the unloading of ma-
nure on such part of the premises; that the
use of the word ** manure ”” wag not in itself
objectionable ; and that it was not essential to
show that it might endanger the public health.
A summary conviction for unloading & car of
manure on the premises a8 contrary to the
by-law was therefore affirmed.

Reciva v. Justin.—By the Consolidated
Municipal Act, 1892, a municipal council is
authorized to pass by-laws for regulating or
preventing the incumbering by animals, vehi-
cles, vessels,;:or other means, of any road,
street, alley, bridge or other communication,
the Court of Common Pleas holds that a bicy-
cle is a vehicle within the meaning of the sub-
seotion, and of & by-law of the muniocipality
passed under it, 8o as to support a conviction
for riding a bicycle on the sidewalk.

BeaToN v. GLOBE PrINTING Co.—In an action
for libel against the publishers of a newspaper,
the managing editor of the defendants stated
on affidavit that the article complained of was
published by the defendants in good faith, in
the public interest, not maliciously, nor with
any intent to defame the plaintiff, but in the
belief that the facts stated were substantially
true, and such as should in the interests of
justice be made public; that the article was,
a8 it purported to be, copied from a New York
newspaper, and was copied by a large namber
of other newspapers in Onptario; that it was
material and necessary in the defendants’ in-
terest to have the plaintiff examined on oath
before delivery of the statement of defence, in
order to ascertain the facts necessary to enable
them to determine what course to take in
framing their defence, and they could not pro-
perly put in their defence without discovery
from the plaintiff by examination. Held, by
Court of Common Pleas, that the defendants
should be allowed to examine the plaintiff as
asked.

McNamee v. Crty or ToronTo.—By & con-
tract between the plaintiff and the corporation
of the City of Toronto, for laying a conduit
pipe across Toronto Bay, it was provided that
all differences, eto., should be referred to the
award, order, arbitrament, and final deter-
mination of H., the superintendent in charge
of said work. Held, by Chancellor Boyd,
that the fact that H. being such superinten-
dent did not disqualify him ifrom acting as
arbitrator.

O=maax v. Crty oF ToRoNTO. — In an action
against the corporation of the City of Toronto,
for damages resulting from an accident caused
by the plaintiff slipping on & patch of ice on the
sidewalk, caused by the water brought from the
roof of an adjacent building, being allowed to
flow over the sidewalk and freeze, the owner
of the building and the tenant thereof were,
at the instance of the corporation, made party
defendants. Held, by McMahon, J., that the
owner, but not the tenant, was liable over the
corporation for damages sustained by the
plaintiffa.

—In Belgium, at the beginning of January,
there were 26 iron furnaces in blast and 16
out. Those in blast were 10 in the Charleroi
district, 12 in the Liege district, and 4 at
Luxembourg.




