
writer» should not be liable for particularby them most ef the doubts raieed by the def« 
were cleired away.

Mr. Oerter then eddfeeeed the Je 
review thu last evidence, aad coat 
defendant* had estaMiahed their 
Heine statement, aad asked a 

Mr. Perkins, in closing the

ear to «67,780,38* (with an 
«466,000 for fortiflcatim*) 

liture during the lait 16 yean

far the for a partial lose of theor, In otherertlk expenditure of also contained what isinsured. Thea total e: the suing and labouring danse, in thethat theto «8,41 In case, of loss or misfortune,of fraud andLocxino ur Oannsacks hi New Yohk.—The be lawful lor the their factors, sen ant.*.
There was13th, saysNew York Tùaetof 8aj and aboutand travel for,_______________ __ i» reply, entered

the proceeding» of the Company, with whom the 
plaintiff had been insured tor four yean at the same 
sum, without objection, and after the defendants had 
««smineH his iimlin on the occasion of a very 
small kwe previously sustained l»y him. The learned 
oouaeel contended that the plaintiff had proved the 
items of hie claims With more minuteness than is 
usually expected under the cire*instances : that there 
wee no fraudaient ■ restatement, and that he wee 
entitled to a verdict tor the toll amount of hie policy.

His Honour the Judge then charged the jury, and 
briefly reviewed the earn end the evidence, directing 
them that if they found that the* was any fraud or 
wilful misrepresentation in plaintiffs claim, that 
they must reject his demand, tort on the whole, His 
Honour seemed to think that plaintiff proved his

up greenbacks’ fromsome talk last night aforesaid
whichof the banks and of the money the insurance, or any part thereof,

a knowas an idle threat,regarded simply 
one or two stock firms on the street capableof only oh or two ipany wül hear in proiortion to

1a * tv. ____—. «V.4
whereof

and they must have fait ashamedof this the sum hereby insured. The defence was that the 
master was bound, under the circumstances, to tor- 
ward the goods to England, end that his ability to do 
so, end thereby to hern the whole of the freight, sub­
ject to the cost of the convoyante from Bio made the 
case one of partial, and not of total, kwe of freight, 
and therefore the defendants were not Liable to pay 
the sum claimed as ft fell within the clause In the 
policy which excepts particular average free the 
risks iasured against. The Court of Ex cheque 
Chamber held—sliming the judgment of the Court 
of Common Pleas—that the plaintiff was entitled to 
recover what he rlahnsd j

Kelly, C. B„ in delivering the judgment ef the 
Court, said—“ Wears ef opinion that, upon the ship 
becoming n wreck at Bin, and the goods having been

of the
and reprobated by all respectable

Then senwell as by the public.

lathssaegsun
have al-irregularities again, 

ken to deal witk tl
selves to sack

Bank Kxaminsr hers or the Department at Waal' 
lagton, in case they attempt to lend money on sealed 
packages of Greenbacks or Certified Cheeks or Na­
tional HUnk Notes, either for the purpoee of dfetrem 
tog the money market or to make usurious interest 
ou obligations of lawful tender equal to money Itself. 
— - iian Agendas are not governed by the

leaking Aat, but from what we know of 
ctable manager» we believe they will par- 
no operation which would be deemed law- 
menai, a» well as discreditable, by our

___ _____ irs and Trust and insurance Offices. Oh
or two of the National Banks directed by certain 
Stock Exchange Broken an talking up the price of 
money, from which it may have been Intoned that 
they are in • combination to make it scarce by the 
more than equivocal process referred to; but we 
have reason to state that the oflksrs of at least oh 
of the Hsnks alluded to have no such intention, nor

to fraud
their reel
ticipetr could be claimed, a total

incurred ia
[by another ship wan chargee 
labouring danse, incurred to

goods to
IB the suing ai 
beueflt of the underwriters, to protect them

claim for total lorn of freight, to which they would
liable, but for the incurring

itiy the amount iaand that

seen that the decision of this ease depends 
technical rule of laW—that no freight ia da 
the voyage is completed. Freight ia this way 
what resembles rent.which does no* nom* <& 
diem. but accrues dee on the day when it ia reserved 
This rule applied even when a a" 
damaged that she cannot proceed 
Eves, although the" 
within a few miles n 
dee until it actually

upon ado they believe the movement will be aeriomd

of the seme trickster» in June.

gur Stpsrt.
v. Tax Qcxxji Ixscbaxc* Ooerairr. la the sum ef 61,1

no freight iaInsured at said date aad up le the time ef saidcame on for trial
lontreal. Thea Special Ji

times may land tointerest bywere watched lass, partiallythe teth day ef as might at flintnot cause no great afee, aad hie h»eaude it was
» A. à E.It appeared that in May, 1866, the plaintif effect­

ed hn Insurance for $1000 with defendants for one 
year from date, on hie furniture, wearing apparel, 
Ac., e attained in a house built of wood and then oc­
cupa i by him in St Genevieve street in this dtv, 
and that he paid the premium thereon. During the 
night of the BKh November last, a flip, the canes of 
which is unknown, broke out in those premises, and 
through «orne difficulty to giving the signal at the 
nearest Are alarm t-ox, the bourn was nearly gutted

6th. Whet was the cause of the said fire?—It is unknown
her vo;prevented from

Sill. Was tbs policy mentioned, at the time of said Are, damage the master is ent
la Ml force and existing forward the erases equally 

then entitled i7th. TO what amount did said plaintiff sustain has and and he is on theto their destination:! an 
obtaining Umirby Ore, to wit, at the date mentioned in plaintiff » goods, to the wholeowners obtainingproperty rrftrnd 

I to plaintiff?-On, which they have contracted to This rule-One Juror fordefendant to plainl
to this arrivalnine tor *00 and two Air

Sth! Dkl plaintiff forth» ta end within the time requir- i) there was apparently a Intelvessel being a total 
loss of freight. If 
and sent on the gnu 
been liable to pay 1 
the plaintiff could 
•B li the vo t ags was not com: 
this, the master as* 
sad so earned the 
paid. There was

a«M policy, to wit, the 12th December. IMS, at had notAre alarm box, the hou Ire noth* to defendants sad deliver as account the underwriters wouldand its contents almost totally 4 atroyed 
arrival of the lire brigade, and to coosequ 
rapid spread of the flames, very few «
saved. A few days afterwa-*-------------- L
made of the articles damage 
found, and their value was 
Shout $360. On the 10th «
sent to his formal claim i-------------------------------
lose, comprising s list of furniture and clothing of

insured, becai 
id Mg freight

of the
hut not In due Am
by his claim ia writing, claimId the plaintiff,

dBffOuAUtfl t bf was, and is agreed tothe surveyors et their fraud In said claim ’—He made claim tor that amount.
hut there Is no fraud. either total or and theIOUl Wl

tog the goods come within tie
sad labouringThe Juryhimself, wife, and family, totally destin; 

placing his lose thereon at an additional sut 
mg with the above appraised i 
8V2.II »i, ami made hu claim 
amenai of the policy, $1,000. 
defendants resisted as «xceedinf, 
taiued by plaintiff, and after some attempted nego-

to show that theseattempt was
Impoxtaiti Maxhte Dbcisjox aad two wellA question ofabout

The (Jremt /«lis»form for the great hn;
(10 W. R. 5»»|,This demand the aiEid-cided to country,

R. 106) were cited to favour of thisThe Empire Marine Inenmnee Company
The plaintiff chartered a vassal, ef which he was tenth*. The Court, however,

Mmnmt Jhowner, from the Chtocha Island* to a port to Greetaction was instituted in Fel
and insured the freight (valued at £6,000)its, to their plea, recite the l:

to say there had be* a total loam TlThe vessel suffered damage on her Vicondition endorsed on the jreliry, which stipulates 
that if an intentional and fraudulent overstatement 
he made tn the daim far toes, to that case the insured 
should forfeit all claim under the policy ; that to the 
plaintiffs statement ef kwe there is such an an inten­
tions! and fraudulent overstatement aad Valuation, 
and that consequently the plaintiff cannot 
the amount of tne policy.The plaintiff. <x£mmf after proving the I, 
and the circumstances of the claim by the 
the Company, called and examined sheet 
witnesses, by whom they «ought to prove " 
eat portions of plaintiffs claim. This i 
occupied considerable time, on account of 
reoumte in such cases.

tjw-Retendants having closed their en 
witnesses were examinedby plaintiff in rtl

wae upon good*,âgé from perils insured ferainet, and was compel! of which had
into Bio. It was then too destroyed, while

as to bd a total loss. The 
J the master to another ves­

sel,"and was ultimately brought to He pert of deeti- 
- * ntiff had to pay £2,467 lie. 10d.

T the cargo from Rio to Erçlaad, 
he received from the charterer* the 

Ml freight of £5,000 The plaintiff then claimed 
from the defendants re payment of part of the money 
paid by him for bringing the goods from Rio to pro­
portion to the amount inured, viz., two-fifth*, * 
two-fifth* only of the whole value of the freight wm 
insured.

The policy of insurance was in the ordinary form.

that she
whmh the

as to the
of thelor the

that the
the subject

particule r
charges," aad not US
evidence to no wise oonl

admissible in 
m of evidence

of the
the well-knownseveral

and sou taiued a clause to the
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