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"The Chronicle Fire Tables for i89," like itsa

predecessors, is a publication which not only covers a he
.1Acll;tQnwnhit envrsr it exceedingly well. just ail
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v valuable a contribution to the knowledge of~ the ni

Lerwriting world is made by this publication would te

once appear, were it from any cause to be discon- t,

ued. Like many other good things which we corne a(

appropriate, only haîf conscious of their value a

til we are deprived of them, we use the knowledge i

laboriously gathered froni the field and chrystalized
Thte Tables with a kind of matter-of-course, haîf

preciation. Very naturally, the volume grows as

efield expands, and we notice that it grows thicker
it gets older. Trhe abridged edition, for common f

, as an agent's handbook, is a judicious selection of

ose things most often wanted, and is xnotably multum,
parvo.

The IlProvincial Provident Institution " is the

Lme of an assessmeflt conceril hailing fron St.

Lomas, and4 which commnenced operations in 1884.

iaIl the time siîîce it lias succceded in keeping

îough of its members to report the meagre array of

)mne 2,700 certificates at the close of 1889. With its

erpetually ilicreasi ng assessments, annual dues,

emcrgcncy fud"- contributions, " reserve fund"

ontributiofls, and what not, its mnembers soon find the

ýoasted " cheapness " is ail delusion, and drop out.

low effectually they drop out is seen by the fact that

Lie terminatiolis, exclusive of deaths, amounted last

car to $1,-29,000, while the total ncew business was

ut $x ,438,ooo. Iu other words, alnîost as niany old

riembers got disgusted, and quit, as, with aIl its drum-

eating aind misrepresentatiolls, it induced to corne in.

rhis is " building up " with a vengeance. We shal

pay our respects more at length to this illstitution
hereafter.

TEý'RMINATrION 0F ACFNCV.

SUPERLOR COURT-MONTrKVAL, MAv, 1890.

T/tomasAM. 7ài"vloret al. vs. 'I'/we Nor/hern, Assurance Compajti

This was an action b)y the former agents of the Company,

defendant, for a dlaimi arising ont of the aileged illegal with-

drawal of the Agency without sufficient notice, and the appro.

priation b-y the Company of business created by the piaintifi,

without nîakiug any aiiowancLi therefor. The plaintiffs clainiei

as foliows.

First,-Estimate(l profit on one vear's comm1~isso.... $ 7,5<w

Second,-ValUe of riglits ini the business over andI

above first itemi......................... 1,0

Third,-Cost and value of books and documents be-

ionging to plaintiffs ..................... 20,0C

Fourthi,-I055 0o1 contracts aind obligationis,iniateriai
and othcr expenditure incurred ani ren-

dercd useless and unreinuilerative by the

undue terinination of the Agencv .... 5C

Total claini ..... ................ $75

The defendants pieaded inter alia to titis action that thcy h

committcd 1no breacli of contract, that the terînination oft

Agcncy in the manner adopted was perfectly legal, inasmuci

the contract contained ini the power of attorney fromn theni

plaintiffs provided for a termination of Agency at any tinie wi

out any notice beiug providcd for, anîd that iii any eventt

notice of such terutination given to plaintiffs (three mont

was au ample and sufficient notice, the plaintiffs having dur

the existence of thc Agcncy rcceived the full remunerat

they were entitled to lu the way of salary and commission.

The plaintiffs answered that the original contract had b

renounced and modificd by correspondence betwcen the pai
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,d that they had, on the faith of induceinclitS and jfea

Leld out and made to theni in this corres3pofldence ey10O

Lnts, made gre at efforts, and expcnded, not oniy larger~ x

îloney, but a very great amnount of time, skili anid laibO tl

bhey could oniy iook to future returns arising therefro 0 uier

adequate returfl for sucli efforts of expenditure wbich r te

ation they had now been deprived of by the uiiwarrant

lrawal of the Agency. 
11 l

Trhe case came up for trial on the 2Oth instanit before 11

justice I)avidsoll and a special jury, aud resulted after a ie

heariiig ini a verdlict for plaintiffs of $ 14,00f ti1i ote5

Trhe chief points iin the case are showii by the folOwlth jii

fruni the Inîlge's most learnied and explicit c arg t l

irulil

vior Brothers l)ecanie agents of the Nortiierl Insurneéa

Y~, iin 1867. About the 25 th Septeîner l 86tey 5C~

Dtificatioli fromn the Conîpaiiy, iliforining foil0w .

1with it was to terminate on the ,,st jaalfiftrY )ll

cause giveni for the teri1iatiol o h AdiYneotO

re on thte part of the Companly to change the iljaiagel 5 il

bunsiness here fronti a commnissioni agelicy to a regIîlar 1r

ce, under conitrol of onle of the Coria Yt 1 1~ ic Il

3elieving this action to have beeli illegal allnde 10 CILlip

&iffcie1it, 'Taylor Brothiers SuW5ic(l-or1l>Ot et0,0 Pro~t

,to bwe îitied to what would represelit a year1s'll'; » ctiOlO
0

their conmmissions, the value of the rights ai'(1 f O14

ýaedbytleii ndevelopiiig the lbusines, the ue ,0111

atduet by tliemdbytheCopiyill 
t e lWlat tbeY

)reselit the cost to thein of pending iigagelîîeîî -lc al 
lbaporatdlyte opiy ';W1c'teell

Lld itot terîninate within tlîe delay giveil, alaiidwiicl'h

:urrcd especiaily for the business of the Northeril. 1pîlted to'

Flic defendalits invoked the original contract, ai ole~r

[j of the conditions whieh made it terlliiaî)e a t the Ptall

the Comipaniy, and allege<l tiat tîxeir notice was stb

wir action legal and justifiable. oiete

1-7ider the questions put, the jury had to find 1  t 1ialY)

gents were entitied to, wiîat proprietary right if rcco lea

iad in the b)usiniess, accordinig to the usages of trade r 1e

ere. As far as the law was concerned, Judge navi5 0  'e

riat the originial coîîtract was defeasibie (tertha e i1l

flar ofteCompany, and 'whatever înight eter0

Tf'aylor Brothers, they wouid ixot in law i ilY rcg

future profits; alld that the lmans which the 111W drIiS ldify c

nîzed as alone l)eing sufficictit to calîcCi or extell o i 0

specific, written conitract was the executiolitit ,glt e

equally clear and specific ini its ternis, but that t igo 1

sible by a long course of dealing or correspoîîaefld tal

extensions or modifications, even tiiough no particUl r le t

particular phrase could be pointed to as in it-se. f ai

produce such a resuit. It was ratîter an acc .ix ulli JIw oi

of expressions thlîa any spcciflc statenietits which te uyOü

have to enquire into. It was niecessary for the )til Y POgl

than usually careful in arriving at a decision UpOî
t a dic

titis kind, alld their conception of any chanige or

tion, whiclî in their belief had cole to eit tii WO

nîcans, ougitt to be clear alld explicit as f s hC qrîC

be prodnccd by a readinig of the conditionso h oi,1u

tract. 
lsha eelPt

TheicJudge further stated tiîat as question fitrad e Ilea

the jury, asking wiîether or not these usages 0 seOà

would be their duty to find upon the facts So ug e

reae t aiiotlier tribunal, i 
.0 f , o Jtrde, o

readt teir otiier answers, if such sae coula 1)e

to invade a written contract.

TiHE VERDICT. foilia

in rendering the verdict nîeutioîîcd above the juriy xýer

i. That plaintiffs had been appointed as agcnts theça'

contract originally contained iii the letters, betweeli bt

1,and the power of attorney from the Company tO tlien


