
RECENT LEGAL DECISIONS.

Succession De TV on Bank Shaees—The late Allan Gil* 
Incur, who lived in the Province of Ontario, died possessed 
of .hares in the Merchants' Ilank of Canada and in the 
Canadian Bank of Commerce. The head office of the Mer­
chants' Bank, where its stock register and transfer books 
are kept, being in the City of Montreal, and the Hank of 
Commerce having a branch office in Montreal where a 
separate stock register and transfer books arc kept, the 
Quebec officials claimetf succession duty in respect of these 
bank shares. The Quebec courts decided in favour of the 
executor, and now the Judicial Committee of the Prie 
Council has affirmed this decision, because as stated I 
Lord Macnaughton, the several items in respect of whin 

claimed formed part of a succession 
devolving under the Law of Ontario. (Lambe v*
19 Times Law Reports.)
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DaMAC.ES EUR TIIE. DlSIloNOVR OE A HaNK CHEQUE.— 
In an action against a hank to recover damages for its 
wrongful refusal to honour a depositor's cheque, the 
Court of Appeals of Kentucky holds, that the customer of 
the bank, and who, at the time her cheque was dishonoured, 

pursuing a special study in a strange city, may recover
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„r lor any loss of credit of business or of instruction sus­
tained by reason of the dishonour of the cheque Hut only 
compensatory damages are to he allowed, and site may not 
recover for humiliation or mortification of feelings. The 
fact that she had a nervous chill when her cheque was 
protested ami returned to her is not to he considered in 
estimating the damage, as the chill was not such a thing 
as should have reasonably hern anticipated from person, 
of ordinary health and strength. It was also said that m 
such cases there is something more titan a breach of the 
contract between the hanker and depositor. There is a 
question of public policy involved, and the breach of the 
implied contract between the hank and its depositor 
entities the latter to recover substantial damages. 
(American National Hank v Morey, 69 South Western
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Note given in Payment of Insurancf. Prkmivm — 
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