THOMSON, HENDERSON & BELL,

BARRISTERS, SOLICITORS, &c.
D. E. THOMSON, g.C.

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

WM. LOUNT, Q.C. A. H. MARSH, Q.C.
W. A. CAMERON, M.A. GEO. A. KINGSTON.

Cable Address—* Marsh, Toronto.”’

| OUNT, MARSH & CAMERON,

BARRISTERS, SOLIC1TORS, &c.
Solicitors for the Trust and Loan Co'y of Canada and
for the Standard Bank.

?5 ToroL o St., TORONTO.

Telephone 45

G. G. S. LINDSEY. LYON LINDSEY.

LINDSEY & LINDSEY,

Barristers, Solicitors, Notarles, and
Conveyancers.
Pacific Buildings, 23 Scott Street, TORONTO.

TELEPHONE 2984 - - Money to Loan
—

OTTAWA.
LATCHFORD & MURPHY,

Barristers, Solicitors, Notaries, &c.,

Parliamentary and Departmental
Agents.

Offices, 19 Elgin St., N.E. Cor. Sparks and Elgin Sts.

OTTAWA.
Telephone 359.
F. R, LATCHFORD, '

GIBBONS, McNAB & MULKERN,

Barristers, Solicitors, &ec.
Office—Corner Richmond and Carling Streects,
LONDON, ONT.

GRo. c. GIBBONS, Q.C.
P. MULKERN,
S ——————

CHAS. MURPHY.

GEO. M'NAB.
FRED. F. HARPER

R. CUNNINGHAM, Guelph.—Fire Insurance and

Welli eal Estate, Properties valued. Counties of

coy Ington, Halton, Dufferin, Grey, Bruce, and lluron
ered monthly, Telephone 195,

HE%RY F. f' JACKSON, Real Estate and Genceral
Bmckwii‘lxl):,ncm and Assurance Agency, King Street,
Tre——

GnggGE F. JEWELL, F.CA. Public Accountant
Lon do?:, Oﬁ‘l}dnor. Office, No. 193 Queen's Avenue,

WINNIPEG City Property and Manitoba Farms
or iny, “ghl. sold, rented, or exchanged. Money loaned
Agent ested. Mineral locations. Valuator, Insurance
Over § g";t W!i!) R. GRUNDY, formerly of Toronto.
Street, P 05.1;130 xu;gfss in Winnipeg. Office, 490 Main

COEDILTIES. Grey and Bruce Collections made on
A gener lm}iSSIOIl.. ands valued and sold, notices served.
‘“mpania hancial business transacted. Leading lcan
re Erenc::,' lawyers and wholesale merchants giver, as
H. H. MILLER, Hanover

~—

THOMAS cLaRkE,
Street, St. John, N.

0

Manutacturers' Agent, 32 King
B. Excellent references.

THE

MONE

DECISIONS IN COMMERCIAL LAW.

SCHILLINGER V. UNITED STATES.— Govern-
ment is not liable for unauthorized wrongs
inflicted by its officers on the citizen, though
occurring while engaged in the discharge of offi-
cialduties. When a contractor, in the execution
of his contract, uses any patented tool, ma-
chine or process, and the Government accepts
the work done under such contract, it cannot
be said to have appropriated and be in posses-
sion of any property of the patentee in such a
sense that the patentee may waive tort and sue
as on an implied promise. This is a judgment
of the United States Supreme Court.

WARREN v. KEEP. —According to the Supreme
Court of the United States, where a patent is
for a particular part of a machine, the profits
recovered must be due to the particular inven-
tion secured by the patent in suit. Where a
patent of invention is sold separately the patentee
is entitled to damages arising from the manu-
facture and sale of the entire article. The rule
requiring that the profits arising from the patent
features must be separated from those arising
from the unpatented features, has little applica-
tion in a case where every feature is patented.

GARFIELD v. Ciry oF TORONTO.—In June,
1892, an excessively heavy rain fell in Toronto,
in consequence of which the sewers of the city
became overcharged and backed up their con-
tents into the cellars of several houses and
stores, doing considerable damage. This was
an action brought against the corporation for
damages for negligence whereby the plaintiff’s
premises, on Queen street west, were flooded
by means of the defendant’s sewers being so
overcharged. The city pleaded, * act of God,”
in that the rain storm was so excessive as to be
beyond what they were called upon to provide
for, and the Court of Appeal has given effect to
this contention, thereby relieving the city of
Toronto from liability for damages under the
| circumstances.

BARNES v. DOMINION GRANGE MuTUAL IN-
SURANCE AssoCIATION.—The plaintiff's testator
applied to the defendants in writing for an in-
surance against loss by fire, and undertook in
writing to hold himself liable to pay to the de-
fendants such amounts as might be required,
not to exceed $46.50, and signed a promissory
note in favor of the defendants for $15.25. The
defendant’s agent gave him a written provisional
receipt for his undertaking for $46.50, ‘ being
the premium for an insurance,” etc. The re-
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ceipt contained a condition to the effect that
unless the insured received a policy within fifty
days, with or without a written notice of can-
cellation, the insurance and all liability of the
defendants should absolutely be determined.
No policy was sent within the time limited, nor
was any notice of cancellation given within that
time, nor until, by letter, two days before a fire
occurred on the insured premises. Held by the
Court of Appeal, that the application, under-
taking note, and receipt, constituted a contract
of fire insurance within the provisions of the
Insurance Act, which could be terminated only
in the manner prescribed by the 19th of the
conditions set forth in sec. 114, that is, when
by post, bygiving seven days’ notice, and thus
the contract was still subsisting at the time of
the fire.

CLARKSON v. McMasTER & Co.—The de-
fendants had obtained a chattel mortgage in
this case from one of their clients covering
stock-in-trade, but did not register it. Subse-
quently the client made an assignment to E.
R. C. Clarkson for the benefit of creditors, and
other creditors commenced actions on behalf of
themselves and other creditors, against the
clients, to recover debts due them as simple
contract creditors. Before the assignment and
before the suit brought by the simple contract
creditors, McMaster & Co. took possession of
the goods under their unregistered chattel
mortgage and sold them, whereupon Clarkson,
after an assignment of the same goods to him
as assignee for creditors, brought action for
direction that McMaster & Co. should account
to him for the proceeds of the goods so sold,
and Judge McMahon directed them so to ac-
count. An appeal was taken to the Court of
Appeal, where the question of the validity of
the unregistered chattel mortgage came up. In
1892 the local legislature endeavored to extend
the rights of assignees in insolvency, and credi-
tors sueing on behalf of themselves and other
creditors, so as to excluce the right of a chattel
mortgagee under an unregistered mortgage to
cure the defect of want of registration by taking
possession, but according to the Court of Ap-
peal the legislature has not done so effectually.
Their judgment, just delivered, is to the effect
that McMaster & Co.’s morigage was validated
by the taking of possession before the assign-
ment to the plaintiff Clarkson, and before the
action brought by the other plaintiffs as simple
contract creditors sueing on behalf of them-
selves and other creditors. The difficulties that
always arise where unregistered mortgages crop
up in this way, do not seem to have been yet
removed.

—_

Doyno

EAL 22\ rF
MONTR pIC
T 28 5/ SULL/FEBL'Q O

e

CAGO

’38,40/'/‘/555;.[0””5 / mo
NEwrp

UNDLAND

- [0,
St c/Uh‘s"}'"/e

0 £,
TORONT Y B durgy
Chcac C%S DL fon %€ g

UNITED
* STATES

SUPENDER

-5 )

peS

W 2,
| \ li\\m“}"\;‘!“‘;:}'

. a8

s

-
)

§
(" SAMPLES ON APPLICATION —
CARRIAGE PAID




