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A It isa fact that a cup of I-Iot BCWl‘ll '} 3
wﬂl ward off a senous dxsease.

When you 'are thuusted or run
down. you are opcr. to the’ attack of

manv 1115

A cup. of Hot Bovml snpphes 1311— :
mediate strength and puts the system
in condmon 1o resmt any Drevalent'

smkness

; BOVRIL is the most palatable of
beverages, for all that 18 good in

nnme Beef is. in

Beardmore and - Smith Actions to

Stop Hydro Scheme Get
' Judicul*l(noekouu

Annbdncmziﬁs.
e Hall, Dec. 16

; Opgood:
-Judges’ chambers will: be hﬂd on Frl-
day, 17th inst., at'1l-@.m.

‘ Peyemptory- list-for dlvh;ml ‘cour,
for Friday, 17th- inst., at.11'a.m:
: -1.Hammond iv. Canqdlan Gud'dlcn
3 1 v. Clarke.- -
8. B¢l Iprmum L Gmnbbtt.
.4 Re ZPm‘klns and : Dowlin;

' Jwy Cwnty court.
!‘ﬁremp;ory st ‘for - jury county

“‘before Judge ‘Morgan, mday,_

D.c. 17,.at ‘city hall, at 10a.m.:

Bovley V. F&mm' B&nk.

N O 3
Perem =" SO, odunty
eourt,” before Ju Denton, . Friday,
Dec.. 17, at city , 8t 10.30 am.: -
:87. Radford : v\ Miln—B!ncham Prlnt-
. Co;

‘Radford v. wxn-mmnm Prin't
ing Co. .
39. Armstrong V.. Manson.:
40. MeConkoy v. Tmm ~and Guar-

antee.
41 Croft v.,Fullerton.

Nondury Assize Court.

Pepemptory Mst for non-jury assize.

ooux-t. Friday, Dac. 17, at’ city- hdl at

10330 am.: '

121..Colonial v, Mltcheu (ooml'nued)

» emnppp—
¥ Mutor’c Chambers.

Before Cartwright, K.C., Master.

Ferguson v. l"cuuaon——-u Macdon-
ald, for plaintiff, moved for a final or-
dor of foreclosure. Order .made. "

Kyle v. Small No. 1—-F. Aylesworth,
for defendant, moved to set aside de-
fault judgment, 'and to. be allowed in
to defend. H. C. Macdonald, for pla'n-
tiff, contra. On defendant’s undertak
ing to plead on 21st inst., and to go tu
trial at jury sittings oommend-nx Jan.
10 next. -In-'defgult the case to e en-
tered for assessment of damages at
such sittings. Cost of motion ahd all
costs lost or occa.lioned by’ dewult of :
defendant to be to plaintiff in. any
event.

National 'I‘x-ust Co. v. Miller and
Schimidt v. Miller—W. C.. Hall, for de-
fendant, Miller, in each case, moved
to set aside order giving directions for '
trial of third pasty issue mede by the
lacg! judge, and’ validating order for
issue of third party notice. J. A. Macz-
iritosh, for plaintiff in first action. F.
Aylesworth, for defendants,' the con-
struction company, 'in' each case.' W.
H. Wallbridge, for plaintiff in secon.l
action. Order made in first action sei-
ting aside third party notice and a!!
subsequent progeedings. Costs in any
event to plaintiff and other defend-
ants. ‘In the sscond action order made
setting agide order for directions with-
out costs, and making the order now.
Costs to plaintiffs in any event of this
motion as against defendant Miller.
As betikean defendants, no ceosts, olj
motion and order set aside. Costs of
the motilon and order for directions
now made to be in the third party pro.-
ceedings. 3

Pringle v. Hutson—C. B. Nasmith.for
Harry Hutson, moved for an order for
payment out of money in court ag se-
curity for costs of appeal. Langs (Ar-
naldl & “G.), for plaintiff, contra. ‘Re-
served.

Single Court.
Before the Chancellar.

Re Carter Estate—W.;E. Middletoq,
K.C., for executors of“will of James
Nérth. Carter and three beneficiaries,
on juotion for construction of wm_. <.
A, Moss, for Mrs. Jennie Irwin. Mec-
Gregor Young, K.C., for M. B. Shan-
non, surrogate guardian, and mother of
ciaimant. - F. W. Harcourt, K.C., for
infant claimant, Raymond Stuart Car-
ter, contra.” Judgment: The question of
construction on’' this will is ope of
nicety as well as of dificuity from the
state of the authorities which tho scant
are conflicting. ‘It is admitted that
the son Henry was advanced to.the
extént of ahout $4000 in his and his fa-
ther's lifetime, and that it was agreed
between them in writing that those
advances were to be deducted from
Henry's share of the father's estate.
The other children also received ad-
VAnCes on the rame terms. The Infant
claims to take the share of the estate
Which the father would have taken,

| manner-as ‘the other shares, subject to

 king's counsel, and was_called  witlin

;tion, “whether the council of said citv

8535
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wtthout brlnqtnc the ﬂdvumes into a2-
count; ‘the”.children of ' the\ testator
con(alt this and ‘clajm that the infant’s

shame sbould be allowed in the same

aapordlns to :the amount ot

the m In this cage the testu-
t-qe ex uged  ‘“‘pec
'ﬂrpel"‘shovu that hé was consider-
ing the issueof a deceased son in their
uﬁv%;p«:ﬁy. It is not as if

e had given it over on the death of
tbeaonooa.smm but:it is given
to the issue as repres; tives the

father.. "rhemqthcc mant must |

therefore bé reduced ‘by 'the' amount
le-nco& to 'the father. Upon the
other matter argued it seems to me
‘clear and: according to the settled policy
of' th} court, not 'to sanction ‘the pay-

ment“out of .omm,ooo the shagre of
the infant to-his g guardian,
even ‘tho ‘she“is the’ uother and ‘of
ample means.. §he has marrfed again,
and the.interest’ of the infant will be
better protected, at “all events to the
dl.ﬁstnc(ion of the’ cgurt, n.usd nnoba.bly
with ‘less and. more profit by
being, pald. into" coﬁrt than by being
left'to the risk and chances of an in-
vestment. camlnc more than four per

cent. The" costs will come out of the 4

omto.
. Before Meredlth G,
Wlmam Charles ' Mikel (Belléville)
‘presented. his ‘patent, appointing him a

the: bar.
attie . Dibkson—H. D. Gamble, K.

C., tor plﬂnm on metion on further
dirvections, ‘states that settlement about
concluded and asks enlargement of mo-
tion. 'R.°S. Robértson (Stratford), for
gef;nda.nt Enlarged  until Jcn 12,
91

McWiljams v. - Whalen—T. W w.
Evans' (Orillia), for plaintift, moved for
judgment on F:D. No one contra. The
notice of motion’ baving by error been
given befare the Teport, was confirm-
ed; the motion is enlarged for one weck
a.nd new notice to be given.

‘Wills+ v, “City of . Belleville—W. S.

Mdrden . (Belleville) and M. Wrigh-
(Belleville), for plaintiff, .on motion to
restrain de{endama from proceéding
with an election of-a- municipal council
for.the City of Belleville for the year
19810, consisting of a mayor and two
aldermen only for each of the seven
wards of sajd city, and for an order O]
mandamus requi ns defendants to pro.
ceed with the election of a council con-
sisting ‘of a' ‘mayor ‘and ten aldermen,
pursuant to bylaw No. 908 of the mn-:
nicipal’ council of. sajd city, passed Sept,
12. 1898, W. C. Mikel, KC for defend—
ant, contra. By consent of ocounsel,
motlon turped into motion on a special
case, the terms of which have been
agreed upon by counsel. The answer
to the first question in special case for
opinion of court “whether. the council
of. sald city shall consist of a8 mayor
and aldermen to be alected by general
vote' under bylaw No. 908,” is answer-
ed in the negative. The second ques-

shall consist of a mayor and three
aldermen from each ward,” is answer-

§g :
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Fplaintiff’s Judgment . recovered hore;m
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-elaboration. munm
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. 1855,
& K., -tor
the attorney-general for-Ontatio. '.l‘h!l
e well-known " case in' which plain-
tiA -soughit. to restrain Mm
mmécmucmmawmtm y-
T n
Al cmmien .
staying the ‘action pursuant-to 9 E
VII., Chap. 19, séction 8, a.'nanotm;k
ing any other order. Plaintiff

maitter as the- whple mm'

has been taken away by the. lga.u;

tion of the bylaw: contract tvmm«?:
of the whole undertaking. Approach
t“m'nmmmtm ed it
is of- lllth’t ‘importanice ' wh 1)
outer-door’. of of the. oouns is open ¢
me lecthn”of:

1 pendiz
10 th
hat’ t,‘:

of doing it should
}w some new . enaictment
8 equally a

ment is sa&fmm

fully done at the

appears:
teglclaﬁ%nh is’ within pmvi
ence, ere. mey be a mon" 3
this. effect, /but o turmd:i*cl 4t
thaF?qeiorm R i Rt |
efore . Falconbridge, C.J.; 'Brlﬁtou J..
Suth dg‘\lmﬂ,
Towmhlp of Hay V. B S
Proudfoot, K.C.,
p;lj“"t' M.
plaintifr, redfpond
the judgment of" C!u:te J., of
1509. (14 O. W. R."279),, 18&11 Jnng
tEink the judgment lhopldbe myid
The ‘council, seems. to have acted: wlm-
in {ts, powers in passing’ the, ibwuw in
questfon, and in’ what ‘it
best ;]nd e::dout economical way - to n-
cure the sought by .the: opemn'-.
dnd establiShment of the vhixtuwy Txl?
attack on the bylaw is an. after th
first ' mentioned « in  statement - of e~
fence, seven .months after bylww
to ‘knowiedge of defemdants ’been peu-
€d. . Partlestowlmnhpduhﬂd to’ th
of ' the

canveyed according to” u.ld~1 .’ al
with ‘reflerenice to saijd lu-m "&'
whose nights mdmt be ‘affected” by 2
declaration that that the bylaw " openingup

tion raised by me nor add-
ed as parties. Under these -chmm— -
stances ‘the defendanits .should: not“ms
successfully heard in opposition opposition to the
by-law. Appeal dismissed with | a 2
Before Mulock, C.J., Clute, J., Suﬁnar-
Pulli v:faigdm:of 3

ulling  v. t.—F, A -
warth, for plaintifr, moved to quqa‘:‘ “c
appeal .of defendant from the - co\l%I
ocurt of -Essex, or that-the de&nq
give security for the amount: of thp

R." W. Macplierson, for Mndan:
ed enlargement, Enlamd unft!l 17 h
inst., gas requested:

M&y’nand v. Stauffer.—W.’ B lldddlt-

ed in 1he afirmative,” and the third
question, “whether the council of said
city shall consist of a Mayor and two
aldermen from each ward,”" is. answer-
ed in the negative. No order as to
costs.

Lamont v, Wenger—G. H. Watson,
K., and A. G. Campbell (Harriston),
for defendant, appealed from the report
of the local master at Woodstock, of
Sept. 10, 1909. J. G. Wallace K.C., for
plaintiff, contra. On a former hearmx
of part._of this appeal the question of
the principle on ‘which the damages
weére 'assessed and judgment was given
on that point. .Defendants now re-
sume their appeal on the findings as to
the ' actual value of the creameries.
Not concluded.

Trial.
Before The Chancellor,

Begrdmore v. City of Toronto—5. F.
R. Johmnston, K.C.,, and H. O’Brien, K.
C., for the pla.l'ntift H. L. Drayton,
hC and H. Howitt, for defendants,
J.’ R Cartwright, K.C., for the attor—
ney-general. Judzment The litigation
has arfsen out of a dispute as to the
beet method of lighting the streets ani
houses of the City of Toronto. Owing
to recent discoveriés, the ability to
transmit electrical currents over long
distances with efficient and econo-
mic results has been  demonstrated.
Therefore, public attention has beza
drawn to the feasibility and desirabi-
ity of distributing supplies of light

ton, K.C., for the defendant, The Waorla
;\ewenpaper Company, on" appeal from
the judgment of Britton,
October, 1909. K. B, M-ackzozie for
defendant, Stauffer W. Proudfoo s for
pla,ln'b!efg contra. Argument “of .
resum from yesterday and 1CO] €
ed. Appeal dismiesed with’ mn&uL
Peariman v. Sutcliffe.—H. Casmels,
K.C., for plaintift, appealed from ‘ the
decision of the junior judge of tle
County of Victoria of 8th November,
1809. "R..J. McLaughlin, K.C, for Je-
fendant, contra. Plaintifr sued 10 re-
cover balance- alleged to: Ise due ona
promissory note given by defendant to
plaintiff, agent of the Great We@t Ligs
Insurance Company, premium ‘on-a
policy for $10,000, on the life: of - de-
fendant. The policy iesifed was fora
lesser amount, viz., $7452," to be- - paid
on death or a }amer ‘amount " if - paiid
in instalments as provided in the appli.
cation, to which the defendent. chjected,
At the trial the action was tﬂamusc'j
with costs.  Plaintiff now appeais . from
that judgment. - Not oonchndad 2

A New . Invention.

One of the drawbacks of playor-
pianos has been that one could not very
well play them softly enough for ag-
companying singers, particularly in the
softly sung parts of .a sofg. This diffi-
culty has been done away with by the '
new pianissimo or whlsperln‘ butten
o the Heintzman & Co. player-piano.

and heat and poweér generated at Nia-
gara ' Falls for municipa} use as a
measure of public utility. The city could |
not undertake the task to draw elec-
trical force from the Nijagara River,
without legislative ' assistance, ag the
operations had to be conducted outsida
of the city Mmits, and in various intey-
mediate municipalities, but the nexd

it enables the operator ‘to play- very
softly, so - that there is no fear:-of
drowning out the singer. Another: new
button on this piano is the selector or
exeluding button, by the use of which
certain ‘parts of a piece of music may
be omitted without affecting -thébbal
ance. This piano is now on view at

of any special statute was obviated Ly
the gemeral act, 6 Ed. VII., c. 15, Ont.,

-

wihich extends to ‘any maunicival cor-
poration. . . . In.short, it may bej
said that the law regarding the muhi-
oipa! institutions of the rrevince had
recsived a stacle form and body priyes

.

h\

the  firm's showrooms,  115-117  King~
| street west, - A

Closed for the Holiday.

The goveinment has decided to close the
parliament buildings at 1 p.m. on Fﬁﬂny
Dec. 24. They will not pe opened amn
till. Monday, Dec. 27.
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COULD HAVE

.V¢.t

FOR 15 CENTS PER SHARE

HOW MANY people do you' hear make
SIMILAR TO THIS mspedmgof some of tﬁe
panies to begin operating in the Cobalt
MANY PEOPLE are there in this cglmtry WHO

THE CHANCE to get in ON THE GROUND FLOOR -

~ when propositions WERE FIRST OFFERED ‘to the

mg public in the now famous Cobalt district?
‘In the last two months I have heen offenng

ulef the CALIF ORNIA ALBERTA OlL COMP_,

ST ATEMENTS about what WAS TO BE ”NE, but
~ ways to give you ACTUAL FACTS con, 1
- WAS BEING DONE.

'ﬂ'.e frat wiek of this month, Fndlelt 417
CHINERY and to HAVE IT SHIPPED lM

wutlng until next spring as was THEIR ORIG!N L
., TENTION, and a complete drilling outfit capable of gm
3,500 feet has been ordered from the Western Engines

~ Company (Canadian Agents of the Natlonal Od

Company’ U.S.A) : :

In consequence of THE REMARKABLE “DEV,;
MENTS in the field WITHIN THE LAST FEW WE
the price of this stock HAS BEEN RAISED fromflS;

"'25¢c and FROM NOW ON you will see a RAPID RISE iy

When THEY ARE SE
to be ONE ¥

the price of these shares.

$1.00 OR MORE are YOU going

who will say “I COULD HAVE BOUGHT THAT STOCK

WHEN IT WAS 25¢ A SHARE”? b

“TO-MORROW didst thou say?
; Methoot:]ghtl heard Horatlo say ‘TO-MQRROW !
"Tis a peri NOWHERE TO BE FOUND in all the regutgn qf
Except perchance in the FOOL’S CALENDAR ?  (time:

DO IT Now
Buy while I am offering a limited number of these sluru at 25!: |

¥

share. In a few days the price will be raised to 40c. You can buyn -;.

200 shares for $50.00, pay $12.50 down and $12.50
500 shares for $125. 00 pay $31.25 down and $31.25 e m
1000 shares for $250.00, pay $62.50 down and i.so per month.

Par value- $1.00, fully paid and non-assessable.
. -1 donot ask
but to CAREFULLY CONSIDER the evidence given hefore the Senate of
experts who had ABSOLUTELY NOTHING TO GAIN. (Copies of this will bp
q,:;_:lu:atxm‘ln‘e togetger with a %;‘loipfc;‘uﬂ&%RETheu evidence can be relied upon
points to the one direction. IS UNDOUBTEDLY IN 'NOR‘I’H ‘A
BERTA THE GREATEST OIL FIELD IN THE WORLD. ERN AL.

ere is no doubt in the least that shares will advance RAPIDLY 'IN PR[C
now on and thcre wlll be HUGE RETURNS for those who get in on the Sl'ound g.::m‘

- O Execu or |
CS;Z'LT s;zéxs Henshaw Madk |

3

e b al

’ m’nt Att

you to take my word on the conditions and lndlcatmluin the hnihq;
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|
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4 another move
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»3‘ T a dull o
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. Condagas
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 Green-Meehan|
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Timiskamin
City of Cob

eterson—
Litrtlo Nipis
McKinley-—:

. Gireat  North
. Green - Mee
Hudson Bay
Kem j.ake
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Nova Scotia
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j Stiver Bar
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2%, 500 af
at 21%, 500 a
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