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| RN oBD, Telephone 859.

6IBBONS, McNAB & MULKERN,

Barristers, Solicitors, &c.,
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CHAS. MURPHY.

GEO. M'NAB.
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CURRENCY CORRECTIONS.

It does seem stran ‘ i
ge that all these years im-
gg:)el:stehave. n converting Sterling into the
Potng whahfax Currency of four dollars to the
and teny ten they might have'taken a short cut
ing A he methods on which Becher’s Ster.
is mos‘vanoe.'l‘a.ble.s are based. This little book
and o ooncise in its treatment of the matter,
chased i:s ;t a glanoe the cost of an article pur-
v P tz ;hng from 3d. to 100 shillings, con-
adudedtedin Do uﬂ‘i‘; 8?13 cents, :vith the advance
1 . : rency at every 24% up to
9226 a(llsl;ﬂndmg 334% and 663). Tis i?}afged
is ulcuh&m“ table for each rate per cent., and
o upon the legal standard par of ex-
Noi" -1 $4.86.6 to the pound sterling.
the o] ‘ﬂltpobl::r who basused the old method and
this rer k will fail to see the importance of
Tabley lon, and Becher’s 8terling Advance
ton Philoi?n be had at $1.25 per copy from Mor-
& Co wps & Co., Montrea , R. D. Richardson
& %o, innipeg, and all booksellers,

AL DESCRIPTIONS OF
e LEGAL STA TIONERY —aar

-Bupplie a4 this office in excellent
style,

DECISIONS IN COMMERCIAL LAW.

IN Re Prrronarp, Orror & Co.—On making
an order for continuing she voluntary wind-
ing up of a company under the supervision of
the oourt, a direction was inserted in the
order that the voluntary lignidator should
once & month make & report in writing to the
Registrar in Companies’ Winding-up as %o
the progress of the liqunidation and the reali-
zation of .the assets.

Connerr v. Towx or Prescorr.—C., having
driven his horses into a lumber yard adjoining
a street on which blasting operations were
being ocarried on, left them in charge of the
owner of another team while he spoke with
the proprietor of the yard. Shortly afterward
a blast went off and stones thrown by the
explosion fell on the;roof of a shed in which
C. was standing and frightened the horses,
which began to run. C.’at once ran out in
front of them and endeavored to stop them,
but could not, and in trying to get away he
was injured. He brought an action against
the maunicipality conducting the blasting ope-
rations to recover damages for such injury.
Held by the Supreme Court of Canada, that
the negligent act immediately produced in him
the state of mind which instinctively impelled
him to attempt to stop the horses, and that
he did no more than any reasonable man
would have done under the circumstances, and
was therefure entitled to damages.

Warr v. Ciry or LoNpoN.—8ection 65 of the
Ontario Assessment Act, R.8.0., 0. 193, does
not enable the Court of Revision to make valid
an assessment which the statute does not
authorize. Seotion 15 of the Aot provides that
“‘where any business is carried on by a person
in & munioipality in which he does not reside,
or in two or more municipalities, the personal
property belonging to such person shall be as-
sessed in the municipality in which such per-
sonal property is situated.”” W., residing and
doing business in Brantford, had certain mer.
ohandise in London stored in a public ware
house used by other persons as well as W. He
kept no clerk or agent in charge of such mer-
chandise, but when sales were made & delivery
order was given, upon which the warebouse
keeper acted. Once a week a commercial
traveller for W., residing in London, attended
there to take orders for goods, including the
kind so stored, but the sales of stock in the
warehonse were not confined to transaotions
entered into at London. Held by the
Supreme Court of Canada that W. did
not oarry on business in London within
the meaning of the section, and his mer-
chandise in the warehouse was not liable
to be assessed at London.

Viurage oF NEw HamBurae v. CoUNTY OF
Warzerroo.—By the Ontario Municipal Act, R.
8. 0., c. 184, 8. 532, she council of any county
has *“exclusive juriediotion over all bridges
crossing streams or rivers over one hundred
feet in width within the limits of any incor-
porated village in the ocounty and connecting
any main highway leading through the
county,” and by s. 534 the ocounty oouncil is
obliged to erect and maintain bridges on rivers
and streams of said width ; on rivers or streams
of one hundred feet or less in width bridges
rust be construoted and maintained by the re-
spactive villages through which they flow. The
river Nith flows through the village of New
Hambarg, and in dry seasons when the water
is low the width of the river is less than one

hundred feet, but after heavy rains and fresh-
eta itiexoeeds that width. Held by the Bupreme
Court of Canada that the width at the level at-
tained after heavy rains and freshets in eaéh
year should be considered in determining the
liability under the Aot to construct and main-
tain a bridge over the river ; the width at
ordinary high water mark is not the test of
such liability.

Bririse Linex CompaNy v. SoutrR AMERI-
CAN aND Mexioak Cowpany.—A winding-up
petition was presented against the defendant
company on the 24th July, 1893, and on the
26th July, 1893, an action was commenced
against them by the holders of debentures
(charging inter alia the unclagsed capital) for
the realization of the plaintiffs’ security. On
the 20d of August, & winding-up order was
made, and on the same day an order was
made in the action on the plaintiffs’ applica-
tion appointing an accountant nominated by
them to be & receiver and manager of the
property coniprised in the debentures. This
property was sufficient to cover the amount
owing on the debentures. Bome of the capital
had been oalled up but not got in, and ‘about
£300,000 of oapital had not been called up.
Vaughan Williams, J., said the authorities
laid down & rule of praoctice, and established
that the Court ought not, because there was a
lignidation, to interfere with the rights of
debenture-holders or mortgagees more than
was essential in order to do complete justice
to all parties, and that prima facie debenture-
holders or mortgagees had a right to ask that
their nominee should be appointed receiver
and manager. The assets here were not of
such a nature that they could be more con-
veniently collected by an accountant than by
the official receiver, though his Lordship was
satisfied that official receivers, however able
and zealous, were not the most fitting persons
to act as liquidators where there was a busi-
ness to be carried on, or when similar trans-
actions such a8 buying, or selling, or borrow-
ing of money, were necessary. In all these
and many other cases, the appointment of &
commercial liquidator was preferable to that
of an official receiver. The official receiver and
provigional liquidator, on giving the under-
taking above-mentioned, was appointed as
receiver and manager in the place of the
receiver and manager appointed in the action.

LorTIE v. QUEBEC CENTRAL Rarnway Co.—L.
was the holder of a ticket and a passenger on
the company's train from Levie to Ste. Marie
Beauce. When the train stopped at Ste.
Marie station the passengers alighted, but the
car upon which L. had been travelling being
soms distance from the station platform, and
the time for stopping having nearly elapsed,
L. got out at the end of the oar, and, the dis-
tanoe to the ground from the steps being about
two feet and & half, in so doing he fell and
broke his leg, which had to be smpuhted._ The
aotion was for $5,000 damages, alleging neg-
ligence and want of proper acoommodation.
The defence was oontributory negligenoce.
Upon the evidence the Buperior Court, whose
judgment was affirmed by the Court of Qu;.,n'a
Bench, gave judgment in favor of L. for:the
whole amount. On appeal to the Supreme
Court of Canada: Held, reversing the judg-
ments of the courts below, that in the exsroige
of the ordinary care L. could have safely
gained the platform by passing through' the
car forward, and that the aoccident being
wholly attributable to L.’s own defaalt in

alighting a8 hedid, he could not recover.



