
THE CHRONin.E 7'HJune 2, 1911

not liable fur the whole amount of the saitlturcs, the first rust of o|X-uing these hr.mvhes is I was 
considerable, and it is not to lie c\|ieete(l that sueh note, but only for the sum <d $17-5". the |irv|H»rtuui
('cu'lotintent' will yield an immediate return, of earned premium, with interest at ; p.c., lor
llovevcr it is necessary to prot ide the country which the Defendant confe--.es judgment 
with the’ required banking facilities, and the re- Whereas the Plaintiff answers generally refuses 

from these branches will come in due course, to accept the confession id judgment and alleges 
f Canadian conditions, | that it was one of the conditions of the note itsett, 

that if the same was not paid when due, the said 
but the Defendant would not

turns
In his interesting survey o 

President Wilkie touched upon a number of m- 
points, which indicate succinctly the 

citent of present prosperity and the bright char
acter of the outlcok. There is, as is generally 
known, a substantial increase, which President 
Wilkie put at 1,150,000 acres, in the area under | premium on a 
iron in the West; equally interesting is lus state- Defendant, that the said p-hey 
men, regarding manufacturing interests. "Our delivered to the Defendant anti the risk under said 
reports regarding manufacturing interests," said | pdicy attached; , , .
President Wilkie "are uniformly satisfactory We Considering that in life insurance when the risk 
hive reiK.rts from a hundred different prints, and commences the premium '-'rnetl; 
i„ not One instance is there a complaint Every- Considering that the Defendant has failed to 

t. ,rp on isircritv reigns." Nothing could well he prove the allegations of Ins plea,iss 55 nut. , 1 <”'"«* ...........................un...........
vv„ „i ,,t -,Uo to note the Presidents reter- I founded;' to the f.frihcom'ing revision of the Hank Act. Doth dismiss Defendant's plea ; doth .lev are the 

Ins been retirent so far,’ he I confession <>f judgment uisulTic lent, and doth
have no | tain Plaintiff's ac tion ; doth condemn the Defendant 

to pay to the Plaintiff the sum of $10570 with m- 
from the 27th day of NovemU-r, njoq, and

|x»livy would laps*1 
l>c relieved from the payment ot the full amount 
of the said note.

Considering that the said note was given f<»r .1 
|K>lu y ot insurance on the life of tlie 

issued and was

terestmg

is well

erre main-
Thc Government
sud “as regards its own policy, but we 
reason to doubt that what is ties! in the interests 
of the country, which arc your interests, will tic 
decided upon. As regards the policy of inflec
tion we are quite willing to submit to any reason
able form of inspection. At the same tunc w<- have 
1-,. faith whatever, any more than the finance De
part nent itself has faith, in Government inspection 
Effective Government inspection is impracticable 
and ineffective Government inspection would tic 

'fading and «I mgerous.
1 1 Montreal, the lmjimal Rank continues to 

h n- as its manager, Mr. John A Richardson to 
wlv se efforts the steady progress of this hank in 
the business of the city is due.

tercst 
C< 1st s.

Signed), R A E. Grkknshiki.ds.
J s. c.

EMPLOYERS' LIABILITY ASSURANCE 
CORPORATION. LTD.

another 
or-

| he thirtieth annual repart, published on 
page, of the Employers' I .lability Assurance < 

nation shows that during tqi<> this well-known
almost the

it

I"
office, whose op-rations 
whole world, 
steady extension of business and building-up 
of reserves, which has been followed by it for many 

At the recent annual meeting in l.ondoti,

now cover
ofcontinued on that « < mrse

J» >

Letfal Decision years.
j ,,rd ("laud I lamilton, the Chairman, ilrew attetilu.ii 
to the fact that Mr S Stanley Brown, tin- well- 
known general manager of the V.nip!oy<*r-> 1.1.11 ul- 
ity ,,fTive, has filled that p.silion lor tin- whole 
p riod of the Company’s existi-mc, and that ilur- 

’ I mg the thirty years only tlin-e of the original dtr- 
" I ret orate of the Company have passeil away. I mig- 
' I continued service of this kinil secures a «oiilinuity 

of policy which cannot
undertaking, while the fact that m the l-riel l-eriod 
,,f 50 years, the Employers' I lability h is Ihtii built 
up from its first starting in business to Us present 
high pisition is striking test 1111.iny t" the work «•! 
Mr Stanley Brown during the <• year Ami, as 
the Chairman also mill.ate-l at the ment meeting.

nirrd to unth-rlake any 
mvrt tlir* ever-

('hnrlta Uaunva. h 1/owlmi/.)

NOTE FOR LIFE ASSURANCE PREMIUM.

PROVINCE OF QUEBEC, DISTRICT OF MONTREAL, SU-
VRFSENT, HIS 

TIIE NA
I'ERIOR COURT, MAY 17, iqil.

JUSTICE GREENSHtELDS.
TIONAI. LIFE ASSURANCE COMPANY OK CANADA, 
PLAINTIFF VERSUS HARRY KURTZ, DEFENDANT.

I ORDSHII1

lull ad favourably upm the

The Court having heard the parties by their 
Counsel and their witnesses ujion the issues joined 
in this cause; having examined the pleadings and 
documents of record, and deliberated;

Whereas the Plaintiff claims from Defendant the 
anv.mt of a promissory note for $10570 dated .. M,,w ,,r,.,
November 27th, 19<*). signed by the Defendant ^ (l[' msi.ram<' I.imii,- ■
and due the 1st of February, IQlo. with interest tilst(,s ,,f the public-, so that it
at the rate of 7 p.c. per annum; |l.,'„tnnatclv lie anticipate.! that the Employers

Whereas the Defendant pleads, that the note in ( ;vll| ,,,ntmue t«. show that larg.- ex-
«pestion was given for the « ^ji^Pl mhhTon'the pansion m its businr-s, and m its nerves and |>r«>
an insurance policy issued by the 1 l.untill on un • , , . « siloWI1 hitherto
life „f the Defendant: that the Plaintiff rohfted I fts. winch it has shown .
the Defendant that the p ltcy had lajised about 
the first of February, IQlo : that in conséquence 
of the lapsing of the saiil p>’iry, the Defendant

t'>
ill.I

readiedl he premium income of last year 
<(|,«)S2,2S_\ an a.lxan.e of practically 
njion the total of $5.0.71.268, lo tins has to


